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poverty. (January 4, 2016, 48pp) TNA160104 
On the Ground in the War on the West 


The federal government is making farming and 
ranching in the American West a very difficult 
proposition, employing arbitrary and very harsh 
rules against landowners, and fining and jailing 
them when they don’t comply. 

(February 22, 2016, 48pp) TNA160222 


Can Some Socialism Be a Good Thing? 
Those who promote wealth redistribution 
via government usually acknowledge 
that communism (a type of socialism) is 
bad, but they claim soft socialism works 
wonders. We look at the claim. 

(February 8, 2016, 48pp) TNA160208 


Ryan: Embracing His New Role 

New Speaker of the House Paul Ryan has 
rarely ever displayed a fiscally sound or 
constitutionally correct record, and now 
he has shown that with power came more 


irresponsibility. (January 25, 2016, 48pp) 
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Behind the Oregon Standoff 


by William F Jasper — Decades of persecution by the federal 
government has led Western farmers and ranchers to a breaking point. 


LaVoy Finicum Shot, Killed 
by William F Jasper — An FBI video fails to resolve questions about 
the shooting of a spokesman for the Oregon refuge occupation/protest. 


The Federal Bootprint 

by William F Jasper — The Constitution doesn’t allow the U.S. 
government to own parks, forests, grasslands, and waterways, but 
it’s amazing to what extent they own them. 


Profiles of Victims 
by William F. Jasper — Innocent farmers, ranchers, and 
landholders are being fined and jailed by the federal government. 


MOVIE REVIEW 


Benghazi Attack Retold 
by Charles Scaliger — The Benghazi attack is depicted in a new 
film based on eyewitness accounts. 


CULTURE 


“Right to Life” Cause Alive and Well 


by Lisa Shaw — Even after 43 years of legalized abortion, 
Americans still rally in large numbers on behalf of the unborn. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Undoing a Storm’s Damage 
by Lisa Shaw — Survivors of the Great Galveston Hurricane rebuilt 
without the intervention of the federal government. 
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It's Never Been About Trading 


International Merger, by John Birch Society 
CEO Arthur R. Thompson, explores the true 
agenda behind the free trade agreements, pacts, 
and partnerships being considered by the U.S. 
Congress. You will find this book fascinating, 
and be quoting it often. (2015, 260pp, 1/$9.95; 
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Natural-born Citizen? 


In the January 25 “Letters to the Editor” 
column, Daniel Hunt questioned your in- 
clusion of Senators Ted Cruz and Marco 
Rubio in the excellent overview of the pres- 
idential candidates (“Where They Stand,” 
November 23, 2015 issue). Hunt argued 
that neither is a natural-born citizen, but I 
would like to offer a contrary view. 

First of all, Judge Andrew Napolitano, 
who certainly reveres the Constitution, 
recently said, “A human being born in 
another country with at least one parent 
who is an American citizen, who lived 
in the United States for at least one year 
during the parent’s life before the birth, is 
an American citizen. That is exactly Ted 
Cruz’s situation.” 

A natural-born citizen is a citizen who 
is a citizen at birth, and does not have to 
go through a naturalization process to be- 
come a citizen. So, how does a person be- 
come a citizen at birth? 

Three years after the drafting of the Con- 
stitution, the very first Congress enacted a 
statute that recognized that children born 
abroad to U.S. citizens were U.S. citizens at 
birth, and explicitly recognized these chil- 
dren as “natural born citizens.” The Natu- 
ralization Act of 1790 provided that “the 
children of citizens of the United States, 
that may be born beyond the sea, or out of 
the limits of the United States, shall be con- 
sidered as natural born citizens: Provided, 
that the right of citizenship shall not de- 
scend to persons whose fathers have never 
been resident in the United States.” 

The First Congress included many of 
the men who had been delegates at the 
Constitutional Convention. In fact, eight 
of the 11 members of the congressional 
committee that proposed the Citizenship 
Act language had served at the Conven- 
tion, including James Madison. And of 
course, the president who signed this leg- 
islation had served as the chairman of the 
convention: George Washington. 

Are we to believe that these men all 
missed the inclusion of the term “natural 
born” in the legislation by some “mis- 
take”? This is nonsense. The most logi- 
cal conclusion is that these men believed 
it necessary to include a definition in the 
statutes, since the term “natural born citi- 
zen” had not been so defined in the text of 
the Constitution itself. 

In the case of Ted Cruz, had his parents 
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never returned to the United States from 
Canada, Cruz would be ineligible for the 
presidency, because the Constitution also 
requires one be a resident of the United 
States for at least 14 years. But they did 
return, when Cruz was four years old. 
I agree with Judge Napolitano. And the 
Founding Fathers. 
STEVE ByAs 
Norman, Oklahoma 


The Common Defense 


In your January 25, 2016 issue, you pub- 
lished a letter to the editor from Mickey 
White about my letter concerning Russ 
Haas’s letter published in your December 
21, 2015 issue. 

Mickey wrote: “My question to Schroe- 
der would be, ‘Where in the Constitution 
does it state that we can tell any country 
what weapons, power or medical technol- 
ogy they can or cannot possess?’” 

Kudos to Mickey White for asking the 
proper question that should be asked and 
answered before the Union ever contem- 
plates any action whatsoever! 

The answer is simple and direct: The 
preamble of the Constitution states: “We 
the People of the United States, in Order to 
... provide for the common defence ... do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for 
the United States of America.” 

When another nation behaves as Iran, 
declaring “Death to America!” etc., and 
we are certain of our superior comparative 
strength, it is clearly imperative that the 
Union is directed to do what is required 
to ensure they are denied the means to be 
able to achieve their lethal objective. 

Directing them to not develop a nuclear 
capability is merely carrying out the man- 
date to the Union by “We the people of the 
United States” in the Constitution. 

It is the polite, guarded, hopefully 
peaceful approach to make them clearly 
aware of our stance and intent, so that di- 
rect confrontation and use of force may be 
avoided but not ever disavowed. i 

Louts J. SCHROEDER 
Greenwood Village, Colorado 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Sweden Makes Plans to Deport 80,000 


After being flooded with more than 160,000 refugees last year — 
an unprecedented number for the small Scandinavian nation — 


cy 


Sweden is already estimating that at least 80,000 asylum seekers 
applications will be rejected. Then Sweden will have to figure out 
how to make them leave. 

Whether or not Sweden can solve this problem will speak vol- 
umes about the risks of having open borders. According to Swed- 
ish Interior Minister Andres Ygeman, the mass deportations can 
be carried out, over several years, using specially chartered jets. 
It is hard to see any alternative (except perhaps using oceango- 


ing vessels), but the logistics will be formidable. For one thing, 
where will they be flown to? There are no international airports 
or drop-off venues in Syria suited to the repatriation of refugees. 
Iraq is increasingly unstable outside of Baghdad. And the Taliban 
are rapidly reconquering Afghanistan. 

Moreover, many refugees will physically resist rather than be 
deported willingly. Sweden may have to physically restrain de- 
portees on flights, and reserve plenty of seats for security person- 
nel to put down the inevitable in-flight rebellions. 

The Swedish public is growing increasingly alarmed in the 
face of violent attacks and rising crime perpetrated by recent im- 
migrants and refugees all across the country. The Sweden Demo- 
crats, a right-wing political party, has seen its popularity surge 
in recent months, thanks mostly to the Swedish government’s 
steadfast refusal — until now — to acknowledge the severity of 
the immigration problem. 

How and whether Sweden is able to put its plans into effect re- 
mains to be seen. But one inescapable lesson that Sweden — and 
the rest of Europe — is about to learn is that it is far easier to keep 
immigration under control in the first place than to do damage 
control after being overrun by a desperate and culturally disparate 
wave of immigrants, many of whom are willing to resort to crime 
and violence (and perhaps, in a few cases, even terrorism) rather 
than take orders from a host government in a country for whose 
culture and religion they have no respect. 


As Oil Price Drops, Iraq Faces Existential Threat 


In Iraq, the culture of dependency is so great that the drop in the 
price of oil threatens the country’s very existence. With every 
Iraqi dependent upon the government for essentials such as sugar, 
tea, rice, and cooking oil, and the government dependent upon 
oil for more than 90 percent of its budget, the existential threat 
is real. 

In January 2015, the Iraqi government, headed up by Presi- 
dent Fuad Masum and Prime Minister Haider al-Abadi, passed a 
budget that cut 16 percent from spending the year before. After 
assuming that oil would sell for $56 a barrel and that it would 
export 3.3 million barrels of it every day, the government was 
still facing a deficit of almost 10 percent of the country’s gross 
domestic product. 

Other measures were employed: introducing a sales tax on air- 
line tickets, vehicle sales, alcohol, and cigarettes. But oil prices 
dropped down into the $40s, and the outdated and war-torn oil 
delivery system was only able to export an estimated two million 
barrels per day. So government payrolls were cut. As those cuts 
began to bite — some government workers and fighters battling 
ISIS (which controls one-third of the country) hadn’t been paid 
in months — Iraqis took to the streets. 

To stave off bankruptcy, Iraq began heart-to-heart conversa- 
tions with Citigroup, Deutsche Bank, and JPMorgan for some 
short-term loans to cover the shortfall. In addition, the govern- 
ment is entreating the IMF to provide it with loans as well. And 


it is planning on selling some bonds backed by oil revenues. 
Further cuts to government salary checks would likely tip 
the country into irreversible revolution. With unemployment at 
25 percent, and 40 percent of those with jobs working for the 
government, the real issue is not dependency on oil, but on a 
government that is dependent on oil. The one permanent, seem- 
ingly eternal part of the budget that won’t be cut is funding for 
the war against ISIS. Said Mudher Salih, a financial advisor to 
Abadi, “The priority is war. It’s a matter of our existence.” 


AP Images 


Globalists Exploit Refugee Crisis for New World Order 


After having literally created the refugee crisis from start to 
finish — destroying multiple Middle Eastern nations and then 
demanding that Europe accept the millions of displaced victims 
— the internationalist establishment is now exploiting the chaos 
it unleashed to push more globalism and statism. Europe, Af- 
rica, and the Middle East are all in the cross hairs of billionaire 
George Soros, the global government-promoting Council on 
Foreign Relations, and other key globalist forces. Among other 
efforts, the refugee-crisis instigators are using the horror they 
unleashed as a pretext to erode what remains of national sover- 
eignty in those regions — all while further empowering supra- 


national institutions such as the United Nations, the European 
Union, the African Union, and even a “Middle East Union.” A 
new “Marshall Plan” and even an EU paramilitary force with 
unprecedented powers are also on the agenda. 

With the refugee situation quickly spiraling out of control 
across parts of the continent, the public is now growing increas- 
ingly outraged. Even the establishment forces responsible for 
unleashing the chaos are now loudly denouncing it. Billionaire 
hedge-fund boss Soros, like other establishment voices, is also 
pointing out the obvious. The European Union, he said in an in- 
terview for the February issue of the New York Review of Books, 
is “on the verge of collapse” due to the sudden influx of well 
over a million Islamic refugees last year. Not coincidentally, 
Soros also has ideas about “solutions.” And not surprisingly, 
those alleged “solutions” involve more globalism for Europe, 
Africa, and the Middle East — along with less sovereignty, 
self-government, and liberty. 

The end game is clear, too: using the regional blocs as building 
blocks in erecting what globalists often refer to in public as their 
“New World Order.” In his recent book World Order, globalist 
operative and former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger laid out 
the plan: “The contemporary quest for world order [world gov- 
ernment] will require a coherent strategy to establish a concept 
of order [regional government] within the various regions and to 
relate these regional orders [governments] to one another.” 


Clinton Set Up Hidden Network to Hide E-Mails 


Records recently disclosed by the Department of State as part of 
a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) lawsuit reveal that Hil- 
lary Clinton — and senior officials within the State Department 
— acted to set up a hidden computer network to allow Clinton 
to access her private e-mail server without going through the se- 
cured — and archived — government network. 

The revelation came to light February 1 when Judicial Watch 
made public the records received as the result of a court order 
in its FOIA lawsuit about the private e-mail server and account 
Clinton used during her time as secretary of state. According to a 
release by Judicial Watch, the records included an e-mail thread 
detailing plans to “set up a stand-alone PC in the Secretary’s of- 
fice, connected to the internet (but not through [the government] 
system) to enable her to check her emails from her desk.” 

Over a two-day period right after Clinton was sworn in as 
secretary of state, several officials at the Department of State 
discussed the best ways to set up a computer so that she could 
check e-mail without having to access her private server over 
government channels. 

Some familiar names appear in the “To,” “From,” and “Cc” 
fields in the e-mails: Huma Abedin is there, as well as Cheryl 
Mills. Other names include Patrick Kennedy, Lewis Lukens, and 
Daniel Smith. 

The e-mail thread destroys any doubt that Hillary Clinton and 


her associates (perhaps accomplices would be a better word) were 
aware that they were keeping her e-mails “off the grid.” As Judicial 
Watch President Tom Fitton put it, “These emails are shocking. 
They show the Obama State Department’s plan to set up non-gov- 
ernment computers and a computer network for Hillary Clinton 
to bypass the State Department network.” Furthermore, the State 
Department admitted to Judicial Watch that “Hillary Clinton was 
never issued secure State Department computing devices.” 

Judicial Watch has accused Clinton of having “deliberately 
thwarted FOIA by creating, using, and concealing the ‘clintone- 
mail.com’ record system for six years.” The e-mails seem to show 
that is precisely the case. Mi 
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Former GOP Presidential Candidate Weighs In Against Cruz 

“If he’s the nominee, we’re going to have wholesale losses in Con- 
gress and state offices, and in governors and legislatures.” 

Defeated as the GOP’s standard-bearer in 1996, GOP candidate and 
former Senator Robert Dole said that Donald Trump would be his 
choice over Ted Cruz. 


Iranian Supreme Leader Wary of Americans 

“The deceptions and breaches of promises by arrogant governments, 
in particular America, on this issue and other issues should not be Robert 

neglected. The comments made by some American politicians in the gle 

last two, three days are cause for deep suspicion.” 

After reaching agreement on the deal designed to prevent Iran from developing nuclear weapons, Aya- 
tollah Ali Khamenei issued a statement urging his countrymen to be on guard against untrustworthy 
Americans and others. 


Will Michael Bloomberg Throw 

His Hat Into the Ring? It Depends. 

“Mike Bloomberg for President rests on the not-impossible but 
wi somewhat unlikely circumstance of either Donald Trump or Ted 
WY Cruz versus Bernie Sanders. If Hillary wins the nomination, she is 
py mainstream enough that Mike would have no chance, and Mike’s 


not going to go on a suicide mission.” 
-, Friendly to Michael Bloomberg and to Hillary Clinton, former 
As eC } Pennsylvania Governor Edward Rendell, a lifelong Democrat, in- 
dicated he would not support Bernie Sanders if the Vermont senator 


Edward were to become the Democratic Party’s nominee. 
Rendell 
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Report Says Putin Likely Had a Role in Litvinenko’s Death 
“Taking full account of all the evidence and analysis available to me, 
I find that the FSB (Russia’s Federal Security Service) operation to kill Mr. Litvinenko was probably 
approved by Mr. Patrushev and also by President Putin.” 

Retired judge Sir Robert Owen released copies of his 328-page report about the polonium-induced 
death of Russian defector Alexander Litvinenko in Britain nine years ago. The report pointed to Vladimir 
Putin and former FSB leader Nikolai Patrushey as likely perpetrators of the crime. 


Military Action Against ISIL in Libya Being Considered 

“It’s fair to say that we’re looking to take decisive military action against ISIL in conjunction with the 
political process. The president has made clear that we have the authority to use military force.” 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff General Joseph Dunford stated on January 22 that a decision to 
send forces into Libya would probably be made in “weeks.” 


Agreeing With Hillary Clinton but Definitely Not Supporting Her 
“T agree with Hillary Clinton 100 percent that our next president is 
likely to have a profound impact on the make-up of the Supreme 
Court, and that is reason enough for me not to vote for her.” 

In his letter-to-the-editor published in the Boston Globe, Stephen 
Tarbell of Walpole, Massachusetts, expressed his fear about a Hillary 
Clinton presidency. 


Debts of Puerto Rico’s Power Plants Likely Leading to Default 

“They likely had no incentives whatsoever to be efficient. This is in- 

credible. Our power plants look like the cars in Cuba.” 

Pointing specifically to the Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority, 

Senate President Eduardo Bhatia noted its $9 billion debt, and the 

island’s total indebtedness of $72 billion. ™ Eduardo 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus Bhatia 
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Decades of persecution by the federal government has led Western farmers and 


ranchers to a breaking point. 


by William F. Jasper 


n January 4, Oregon rancher 
Oa Hammond and his son 
Steven began their second pris- 
on sentence, entering the Federal Cor- 


rectional Institution, Terminal Island, a 
low-security prison in Los Angeles Har- 


10 


bor. They were prosecuted as “terrorists” 
under the federal Antiterrorism and Ef- 
fective Death Penalty Act of 1996 for 
controlled burns on their own property 
in 2001 and 2006 that got out of control 
and spread to around 150 acres of federal 
Bureau of Land Management land (on 
which the Hammonds own/have grazing 


rights). The fires caused no real damage 
and no threat to lives, homes, or property 
of other citizens. In fact, the BLM ac- 
knowledged that the 2001 fire for which 
the Hammonds were prosecuted had ac- 
tually “improved range conditions” on 
the public lands. 

In their first trial, the federal judge ruled 
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that sentencing the Hammonds as terror- 
ists to the five-year sentence demanded by 
federal prosecutors would “shock the con- 
science” of the court. It shocked the con- 
science of many other observers as well. 
But the federal Department of Justice was 
relentless in this case, appealing the Feder- 
al District Court’s more lenient sentences. 
It demanded that these dangerous “terror- 
ists” serve the full five-year prison term. 

In stark contrast, the BLM, U.S. Forest 
Service, National Park Service, and other 
federal agencies are notorious for starting 
“prescribed burns” that regularly rage out 
of control over many thousands of acres, 
often destroying public buildings and fa- 
cilities, as well as private homes, ranches, 
and livestock — not to mention forests, 
grasslands, and wildlife habitat — and 
gravely endangering human life. In fact, 
as we report in our companion story (see 
page 19), in December, shortly before the 
Hammonds reported to prison, the federal 
government reversed itself on compen- 
sating farmers and ranchers in North and 
South Dakota who lost tens of millions of 
dollars in property and livestock destroyed 
by the 2013 Pautre Fire, a “controlled 
burn” started by the Forest Service. After 
initially promising to expedite remunera- 
tion to the struggling farmers and ranch- 
ers victimized by the federal arsons, the 
federal government first delayed all rec- 
ompense procedures, and then, ultimately, 
refused compensation altogether, forcing 
their victims to spend their own money 
on lawyers to sue in court for redress and 
compensation. 


Federal Fiascos 

The Pautre Fire is but one of many fla- 
grant abuses that are fueling the wide- 
spread smoldering resentment against 
federal agencies in the Western states. 
That smoldering resentment can erupt into 
white-hot flashpoints, such as the armed 
Bundy Ranch standoff in Nevada in 2014 
and the armed occupation of the Mal- 
heur National Wildlife Refuge in eastern 
Oregon near the Hammonds’ ranch. Led 
by Ammon and Ryan Bundy, sons of Ne- 
vada rancher Cliven Bundy, the takeover 
of the federal wildlife refuge (which was 
closed for the winter) began on January 2 
as a protest against the prosecution of the 
Hammonds, as well as a protest against 
the federal government’s oppressive 
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The Obama administration’s aggressive use of 
executive orders to bypass Congress and enact its 
own “environmental” regulations indicates that we can 
expect an intensification of the adversarial attitude by 
federal agencies toward ranchers, farmers, and rural 


property owners. 


control over such an enormous swath of 
“public lands” in the Western states. While 
many people sympathize with the Ham- 
monds and with the stated objectives of 
the Bundy-led occupiers, relatively few 
appear to agree with the extreme and il- 
legal methods chosen by the occupiers. 
Even the Hammonds and Cliven Bundy 
distanced themselves from the occupation. 
Many recognize the action as misguided 
and counterproductive, a move that will 
encourage anarchy and provide federal 
authorities with the pretext for even more 
extreme measures against rural property 
owners and gun owners — not to mention 
providing the liberal, big-city media with 
more opportunities to unfairly depict rural 
opponents of federal harassment as anti- 
government, anti-environment, redneck, 
belligerent yahoos. 


Nevertheless, the Obama administra- 
tion’s aggressive use of executive orders 
to unconstitutionally bypass Congress and 
enact its own “environmental” regulations 
indicates that we can expect an intensifica- 
tion of the adversarial attitude by federal 
agencies toward ranchers, farmers, and 
rural property owners. The EPA’s new 
“Waters of the United States” (WOTUS) 
interpretation, all by itself, guarantees 
collisions between federal authorities and 
property owners. According to Obama’s 
EPA, even dry land miles from any “navi- 
gable waters” is still subject to EPA’s ar- 
bitrary and capricious jurisdiction because 
the rainwater that sinks into the ground is 
somehow connected to navigable waters. 
This virtually guarantees an escalation of 
tensions and a certainty of more confron- 
tations that could turn violent. 


AP Images 


American terrorist? Dwight Hammond, 74, longtime Oregon rancher, greets supporters outside 
his home on January 2, 2016, two days before reporting to federal prison to serve four more 


years of a five-year sentence. 
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PROPERTY RIGHTS 


The vast majority of America’s popu- 
lation is now concentrated in urban and 
suburban areas, and most Americans have 
probably not set foot on a real working 
farm or ranch other than on a grade-school 
field trip. Few have any knowledge of, or 
appreciation for, the desperation of farm- 
ers and ranchers who are being hammered 
on all sides and driven off their land, of- 
tentimes land that has been cared for by 
their families for generations. Urban 
dwellers depend for their “news” on the 
big, corporate media networks, which 
uniformly dispense a radical “pro-envi- 
ronment” bias that generally characterizes 
farmers and ranchers (along with loggers, 
miners, manufacturers, and, in general, all 
producers) as nasty polluters and exploit- 
ers who are despoiling Nature for ugly 
“profit.” Ironically (and in many cases, 
intentionally) this radical enviro ideology 
has led to policies that have destroyed 
hundreds of thousands of family-owned 
farms, ranches, and properties, making us 
all more dependent on the huge, corporate 
agri-business farms and feedlots that the 
enviro-activists claim to abhor and op- 
pose. Thousands of farmers and ranchers 
are facing extinction, and many know that, 
like the Hammonds (and Ocie and Carey 
Mills and others — see page 19), they 
could also go to prison for an unintentional 
violation of an arcane, unreasonable, and 
unconstitutional federal regulation. 

As mentioned above, this is the second 
time the Hammonds have gone to prison 
for the same offense. In their first trial, in 
2012, Federal District Court Judge Michael 
Hogan ruled that imposing a five-year 
mandatory minimum prison sentence on 
the Hammonds, as sought by federal pros- 
ecutors under the Antiterrorism and Effec- 
tive Death Penalty Act, would “shock the 
conscience” of the court. It “would result 
in a sentence which is grossly dispropor- 
tionate to the severity of the offenses here,” 
he said. “It just would not be — would not 
meet any idea I have of justice, propor- 


tionality.” The Hammonds’ actions, Judge 
Hogan reasoned, “could not have been 
conduct intended” under the law. Judge 
Hogan used his discretionary authority to 
sentence Dwight Hammond (now 74) to 
three months in prison, followed by three 
years of supervised release. Dwight’s son 
Steven (now 46 and a father of three) was 
sentenced to one year and one day in pris- 
on — also to be followed by three years of 
supervised release. The Hammonds served 
their sentences starting in 2013. They were 
also forced to accept a settlement in which 
they agreed to pay $400,000 for firefighting 
costs, and to give the BLM the first option 
to buy their land if they are forced to sell. 
Many critics have opined that getting the 
Hammond ranch and making an example of 
them to break the will of others who might 
resist federal domination is the real motive 
behind the persecution of the Hammonds. 
Former BLM employee Greg Allum 
says the BLM has a real “hatred” of the 


Thousands of farmers and ranchers are facing 
extinction, and many know that, like the Hammonds, 
they could also go to prison for an unintentional 


violation of an arcane, unreasonable, and 
unconstitutional federal regulation. 
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Bringing the persecution of ranchers front and center: Ammon Bundy, whose public 

dispute with the federal government over land rights became national news, arrives for a news 


conference at Malheur National Wildlife Refuge near Burns, Oregon, on January 6, 2016. 


Hammonds, with whom he sympathizes. 
“I feel bad for them. They lost a lot and 
they’re going to lose more,” Allum said of 
the ranchers. “They’re not terrorists,” he 
told the Capital Press. “There’s this hatred 
in the BLM for them, and I don’t get it.” Is 
it this hatred that explains the dispropor- 
tionate prosecution and sentencing? And is 
this hatred motivated by desire of federal 
bureaucrats to take the Hammonds’ land? 
And is it tied into the even larger land-grab 
proposal to turn much of eastern Oregon 
(2.5 million acres, larger than Yellowstone 
National Park) into a national monument, 
the most restrictive of national designa- 
tions? The proposed Owyhee Canyon- 
lands Monument would kill the remainder 
of the ranching and farming — and vir- 
tually all other productive activity — in 
most of eastern Oregon. Many locals see 
the federal persecution of the Hammonds 
as a blatant message: The feds were mak- 
ing an example of them to cow the other 
ranchers into submission. 


Justice Done? 

The Obama Justice Department was more 
than a little displeased with Judge Hogan’s 
ruling. It appealed to the U.S. Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals and found a judge who 
would impose the full five-year “terrorist” 
sentence on the Hammonds. It is interesting 
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that the ultra-liberal Ninth Circuit (popu- 
larly known as the Ninth Circus due to its 
far-out legal theories and rulings), which is 
notorious for its opposition to the Antiter- 
rorism and Effective Death Penalty Act and 
for its tendency to overturn the conviction 
of murderers, illegal aliens, child molest- 
ers, and drug dealers, had no problem with 
throwing the book at the Hammonds, who, 
by many accounts, have been good neigh- 
bors and model citizens. The Ninth Circuit 
accommodated the DOJ prosecutors, ruling 
that “given the seriousness of arson, a five- 
year sentence is not grossly disproportion- 
ate to the offense.” 

The DOJ trumpeted the victory. “Con- 
gress sought to ensure that anyone who 
maliciously damages United States’ prop- 
erty by fire will serve at least 5 years in 
prison,” declared U.S. Attorney Billy Wil- 
liams. “These sentences are intended to be 
long enough to deter those like the Ham- 
monds who disregard the law and place 
fire fighters and others in jeopardy.” 

However, the five-year sentence will 
“shock the conscience” of a great many 
reasonable people who are aware of the 
facts in the case and are familiar with the 
larger context in which this drama is being 
played out. It is indeed a sentence that is 
“grossly disproportionate to the offense.” 
This is an important point that has been 
made by many farm bureaus, cattlemen as- 
sociations, stockgrower associations, and 
property-rights groups all across the na- 
tion. Why the egregious double standard, 
they ask? Why are the Hammonds harshly 
punished as terrorists while federal arsons 
who repeatedly torch vast areas of “pub- 
lic” and private land get off scot-free — or 
even get promoted? 

Out of the many examples that could be 
cited, the 2000 Cerro Grande Fire in New 
Mexico is one of the most infamous cases of 
federal arsons gone wild. Started as a “con- 
trolled burn” (during high-danger windy, 
drought conditions, of course), it quickly 
went out of control, eventually incinerating 
48,000 acres of fragile habitat, destroying 
400 homes and damaging the Los Alamos 
National Laboratory. Tens of thousands of 
people were forced to evacuate. The air pol- 
lution from the fire was suffocating. Dam- 
ages exceeded $1 billion. The 2013 Pautre 
Fire mentioned above and on pages 20-22 is 
but another example of the many devastat- 
ing pyrotechnic displays regularly set off by 
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Arsons R Us: The Cerro Grande Fire, started by the National Park Service near Los Alamos, 
New Mexico, in 2000, caused over $1 billion in damages, destroyed 400 homes, and ravaged 


48,000 acres. 


federal arsons — with no punitive conse- 
quences to the agents or their agencies. Just 
an “Oops! We goofed,” seems to suffice. 

Even under the best of conditions and 
when proper precautions have been taken, 
a “controlled fire” can quickly go out of 
control. THE NEw AMERICAN reported in 
2013 that, according to the National In- 
teragency Fire Center (NIFC), during the 
previous decade, wildfires annually con- 
sumed an average of 5.6 million acres, 
most of it grassland, woodland, and wet- 
land under the control of federal agencies. 
Many of these began as “controlled burns” 
started in defiance of common sense and 
agency protocols, under conditions that 
even the complete greenhorn would un- 
derstand to be inherently dangerous and 
ripe for catastrophic results. 

However, even those started by natural 
causes, such as lightning, often turn into 
enormous and catastrophic conflagrations 
owing to mismanagement by federal agen- 
cies that have turned millions of acres of 
once-healthy forests into brown, dying, 
bug-infested tinderboxes. According to 
the Forest Service, there are now 58 mil- 
lion acres of national 
forest in danger of 
incineration, an area 
larger than the state 
of Utah. Represen- 
tative Rob Bishop 
(R-Utah), chairman 
of the House Natural 
Resources Commit- 
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tee, points out that other studies estimate 
the endangered areas are much larger: 86 
million acres, an area the size of Utah and 
Michigan combined. 

The anti-grazing, anti-logging policies 
of the federal agencies and their radical 
environmentalist allies are making more 
Cerra Grande infernos inevitable. Ranch- 
ers such as the Hammonds are perform- 
ing a public service: Their cattle, horses, 
sheep, and goats are doing much to reduce 
the wildfire hazard in the national forests 
and grasslands. They should be commend- 
ed, not branded as public enemies. 

The federal arsonists have been strik- 
ing with such frequency, and in tandem 
with other hostile measures and punitive 
regulations, as to signify a systematic 
burn-em-out, drive-em-out strategy by fed- 
eral agencies aimed at hardworking, salt- 
of-the-earth, family ranchers and farmers 
who are struggling to survive. Allowing 
the federal landlord to gobble up even more 
land is a sure prescription for even worse 
and greater environmental devastation. We 
should be encouraging more family farms 
and ranches, not destroying them. ll 


New AMERICAN are available at quantity- 
discount prices. To place your order, visit 
www.shopjbs.org or see the card between 
pages 34-35. 
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An FBI video fails to resolve questions about the shooting 
of the Arizona rancher who had become a spokesman for 
the refuge occupation/protest. 


AP Images 
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Martyr in the making: LaVoy Finicum, Arizona rancher and a spokesman for the occupiers that 
took over the Malheur National Wildlife Refuge headquarters near Burns, Oregon, on January 2, 
2016, speaks to media on January 9, a little over two weeks before his death. 


by William F. Jasper. 


n January 26, at around 4:30 p.m. 
O (Pacific Standard Time), LaVoy 

Finicum, an Arizona rancher and 
spokesman for the armed occupation of 
the Malheur National Wildlife Refuge in 
eastern Oregon, was shot dead at a road- 
block by troopers of the Oregon State Po- 
lice. He was driving a pickup truck with 
four passengers, including two women, 
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all of whom were arrested and taken into 
custody. One of Finicum’s passengers, 
Ryan Bundy, a son of Nevada rancher 
Cliven Bundy, was wounded, report- 
edly in the shoulder, during the arrest. 
Ammon Bundy, another son of Cliven 
Bundy and a leader of the occupation, 
was arrested, along with an additional 
passenger and the driver of a second ve- 
hicle. They were traveling with Finicum 
from the wildlife refuge to the town of 


John Day, Oregon, where the occupiers 
intended to meet with the Grant County 
sheriff and local ranchers. 

Was LaVoy Finicum “murdered” while 
his hands were extended in the air, as two 
eyewitnesses have claimed? Or was he 
“charging” the police, as another witness 
claims? 

Although various news accounts have 
referred to the shooting as a “gunfight,” 
according to the eyewitness testimony of 
Victoria Sharp, an 18-year-old woman 
who was in the back seat of Finicum’s 
truck when the shooting occurred, no oc- 
cupants of the vehicles fired any weap- 
ons; the only shooting that occurred was 
on the part of the police and FBI. Sharp’s 
audio account of the shooting has been 
posted on a number of websites and so- 
cial media. After being arrested with the 
other survivors of the shooting and taken 
to Burns, Oregon, for questioning, she 
was released. The other female passen- 
ger, Shawna Cox, 59, was released three 
days later, on January 29. Her testimony 
is similar to Sharp’s. 

The two vehicles were stopped by po- 
lice on U.S. 395 outside of Burns. They 
were ordered to put their hands out of 
the windows, Sharp says, and she claims 
that Finicum put his hands out of the car 
window and asked the police to allow the 
women to leave the car. 

“They shot at him, but they missed 
him,” said Sharp, adding that Finicum 
then said, “They mean business; they’re 
going to shoot us.” He then drove away 
in the truck, while taking fire from the 
police, but crashed into a snow bank at 
a police/FBI roadblock about a mile up 
the road. According to Sharp, the police 
“were riddling the car with bullets.” 

“When we crashed and stopped for 
a second, he got out of the car, he had 
his hands in the air, he’s like ‘just shoot 
me then’... and they did, they shot him 
dead,” said Sharp. 

“He was just walking, with his hands 
in the air,” said Sharp. “I saw it, I swear 
to God, he was just walking with his 
hands in the air. And they shot him dead 
and after he was down on the ground, 
shot him three more times.” Then, she 
says, they “bombarded the vehicle with 
bullets” and tear gas, as she and the other 
passengers lay on the floorboards praying 
and screaming for them to stop. 
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Dueling Witnesses 

A different “eyewitness” account of the 
shooting conflicts sharply with that of 
Miss Sharp. We put eyewitness in quotes 
because even though he has been referred 
to as an eyewitness in media and social 
media accounts, he was about a mile 
away when the shooting occurred, having 
already been stopped by the police road- 
block. In a video he posted on Facebook, 
Mark McConnell disputes Victoria Sharp’s 
testimony, claiming Finicum was “charg- 
ing” police when he was shot down. This 
is based, he says, on accounts he got from 
Ryan Payne and Shawna Cox, after their 
arrests. However, McConnell’s testimony 
is merely third-party hearsay, and as some 
critics point out, it comes from a suspect 
source. Individuals who have closely fol- 
lowed the occupation note that: 

* McConnell was the only participant 
(other than Sharp) to be summarily re- 
leased, and, unlike Sharp, he had been 
an active, armed participant in the occu- 
pation, and was the driver of the vehicle 
carrying Ammon Bundy; 

* McConnell was very hasty, after his 
release, to put up a video on his Facebook 
page backing up the story being given to 
the media by the federal authorities who 
had just carried out the “murder” of a sus- 
pect who is alleged to have had his hands 
in the air. 

Both of these facts, say the McCon- 
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nell critics, point to one of two probable 
explanations: Either he is a police in- 
formant/agent provocateur who was as- 
signed to infiltrate the occupation, or he 
was sufficiently leaned on by prosecutors 
and the FBI with threats of life imprison- 
ment if he didn’t “cooperate” — with one 
of his first tasks being to come out with a 
statement that would support the official 
FBI narrative and neutralize the eyewit- 
ness testimony of Victoria Sharp. 


FBI Video Leaves More Questions 

On January 28, the FBI released a video 
of the Finicum shooting, claiming it 
showed that Finicum was shot while 
reaching toward his pants pocket, where 
he allegedly had a loaded 9mm handgun. 
The grainy and often out-of-focus video, 
taken from an FBI plane, is 28 minutes 
and 26 seconds long. It purports to docu- 
ment the attempted roadblock arrest of 
Finicum on Tuesday, January 26, along a 
wooded stretch of U.S. Highway 395 in 
eastern Oregon. 

Does the video support the police/FBI 
version of the event? Well, as often is the 
case, that is in the eye of the beholder. The 
images are fuzzy and blurry much of the 
time and the camera jumps about. More- 
over, much of the time the images are quite 
small, taken from a long distance up. Was 
Finicum “charging” the police, as Mark 
McConnell (who was not a witness) al- 


Murder or lawful deadly force? The FBI video, from which this image of LaVoy Finicum’s body 
in the snow is taken, does not answer the crucial questions concerning what happened in the 


seconds before he was shot to death. 
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leges, or was he walking toward the police 
with his hands up, as Victoria Sharp claims? 

The initial images, as he exits the 
driver’s seat of the truck, could support 
either version. Shortly thereafter, Fini- 
cum’s right hand does appear to drop 
toward the direction of his left pocket, 
but some observers point out that he may 
have merely been trying to maintain his 
balance in the deep, slippery snow. Or his 
movement may have actually been the in- 
voluntary physical reaction to having al- 
ready been shot. Since the video does not 
have an audio recording, we do not know 
if he may have already been shot when he 
made that movement. 

That brings us to the many additional 
unanswered questions, such as: 

¢ In an operation of this size, with all of 
the local, state, and federal resources and 
manpower deployed, were there no other 
video or audio recordings? 

¢ Were there no dash-cams on the ve- 
hicles or body-cams/body-mics on the 
troopers and FBI agents? 

¢ Where is Finicum’s truck, and has 
there been any independent verification 
as to the number of bullet holes in it? 

It is highly unlikely that there are not 
additional video and audio recordings. 
According to Victoria Sharp’s account, 
there were over 100 shots fired, none 
of which were fired by the occupants 
of Finicum’s vehicle. Additional audio/ 
video recordings and the pickup truck 
should be able to resolve the important 
discrepancy as to the large difference in 
accounts of how many shots were fired, 
as well as resolving whether Finicum 
was “charging” police, or merely walk- 
ing with his hands up. 

An obituary posted by Finicum’s family 
states that “Robert LaVoy Finicum ... was 
murdered the day before his 55th birthday 
on January 26, 2016.” A statement issued 
by the family on January 29 said, “As the 
FBI’s own narrative stated, LaVoy was not 
wielding a firearm or any other weapon 
when he was killed. His hands were obvi- 
ously in the air. Knowing LaVoy, it is our 
view that he was moving away from the 
vehicle in an attempt to draw any hostility 
or violence away from the others.... It is 
our understanding and position that deadly 
force should only be used as a last resort. In 
LaVoy’s case it appears that they were de- 
termined to go straight to the last resort.” 
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Considering that the U.S. Constitution doesn’t allow the 
U.S. government to own parks, forests, grasslands, and 
waterways, it’s amazing to what extent they own them. 


by William F. Jasper 


central, federal government, the Amer- 

ican Founding Fathers were careful to 
strictly shackle it so that this proposed new 
entity would stay within its defined, del- 
egated powers, so that it would not be able 
to overawe or overwhelm the individual 
states that were to be its sovereign masters 
in all powers not expressly transferred to 
the national government. Those delegated 
powers are enumerated, most particularly, 
in Article 1, Section 8 of our U.S. Con- 
stitution. One of the most important fea- 
tures of this section is the limitation on the 
federal government’s ownership of land. 
According to the Constitution, our law of 
the land, “The Congress shall have Power 
... To exercise exclusive Legislation in all 
Cases whatsoever, over such District (not 
exceeding ten Miles square) as may, by 
Cession of particular States, and the Ac- 
ceptance of Congress, become the Seat of 
the Government of the United States, and 
to exercise like Authority over all Places 


|: crafting a constitution to create a 
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purchased by the Consent of the Legisla- 
ture of the State in which the Same shall 
be, for the Erection of Forts, Magazines, 
Arsenals, dock-Yards, and other needful 
Buildings.” 

The federal government was allowed to 
have a 10-mile square (100 square miles) 
for a seat of government. Property for 
“Forts, Magazines, Arsenals,” etc., for 
national defense purposes, could be pur- 
chased from the states if the state legis- 
latures consented. That’s it. Under Article 
IV, the federal government is allowed to 
acquire new territory, which is to be “dis- 
posed” of by turning it over to the new 
state government when the territory is ad- 
mitted into statehood. Newly created states 
are to be admitted on an “equal footing” 
with the original 13 states, meaning with 
full sovereignty over their lands, not with 
a distant federal landlord controlling 30 
percent, 50 percent, or 90 percent of their 
land and resources. As THE NEW AMERI- 
CAN explained in some detail in a May 19, 
2014 article, “Feds vs. the West,” virtually 
all of the states that were admitted to the 


Specious landgrabs: The spotted owl and 
hundreds of other species of birds, fish, 
animals, toads, lizards, bugs, and weeds listed 
as “endangered” or “threatened” are being 
used as a pretext to destroy private property 
rights and all productive activity in America. 


Union after the original 13 found that they 
had to fight in Congress and the courts to 
get the federal government to relinquish 
its hold on their lands. Citizens of the 12 
western states (Alaska, Washington, Ne- 
vada, Utah, Oregon, Idaho, Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, Wyoming, New Mexico, Montana, 
and Colorado) are now trying to do the 
same thing, to obtain their long-delayed 
“equal footing” and evict the unconsti- 
tutionally created federal bureaucracies 
(BLM, Forest Service, Fish & Wildlife 
Service, etc.) from their land so that they 
can manage their own affairs the same as 
the other states do. 

It is difficult for people who do not feel 
the oppressive heel of federal agencies on 
their necks to understand the depth of de- 
testation toward these agencies by their fel- 
low citizens who do live under the federal 
boot; whose daily lives are made miserable 
and whose livelihoods and life savings are 
threatened by unjust and capricious fed- 
eral regulations and unconstitutional (and 
often criminal) actions by federal bureau- 
crats; whose once-prosperous communities 
have been driven, or are being driven, into 
destitution and bankruptcy. In the Western 
states, the federal boot is heavy indeed — 
and getting heavier, as federal agencies 
continue their decades-long buying spree 
(with the taxpayers’ money, of course) of 
millions more acres, even while admitting 
they are tens of billions of dollars behind 
on deferred maintenance of the lands they 
already own. 

In December 2015, the Committee on 
Natural Resources of the U.S. House of 
Representatives released “The Federal 
Footprint,” a detailed, layered map of the 
United States showing the 640 million 
acres of “public lands” claimed by the 
federal government. Here are some of the 
striking details provided by that inventory 
of Fedgov properties: 

Bureau of Land Management — 247.3 
million acres: The BLM, an agency of the 
Department of the Interior, is the biggest 
of the federal landlords. It manages (or 
mismanages, according to critics) lands to- 
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taling some 247.3 million acres — an area 
larger than the states of Arizona, Colorado, 
Iowa, and Nevada combined — with 99.9 
percent of those lands being concentrated in 
11 Western states and Alaska. 

Forest Service — 193.1 million acres: 
There are some 154 National Forests and 
20 National Grasslands that total 193.1 
million acres — an area more than twice 
the size of Montana. National Forests and 
Grasslands are administered by the Forest 
Service, an agency of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Fish and Wildlife Service — 89.1 
million acres: There are 560 units in the 
National Wildlife Refuge System, which 
includes 267 individual refuges and 38 
management districts. These units total 
over 89.1 million acres of federal land 
nationwide, more than the states of Utah 
and North Carolina combined. Refuges 
are administered by the Fish and Wildlife 
Service, an agency of the Department of 
the Interior. 

National Park Service — 84 million 
acres: The National Park system is com- 
prised of 408 sites spread across 84 mil- 


lion acres, an area slightly larger than the 
states of New Mexico and New Hampshire 
combined. This includes historic parks or 
sites, national monuments, national parks, 
battlefields, preserves, recreation areas, 
seashores, parkways, lakeshores, and re- 
serves. All of these are administered by the 
National Park Service, an agency of the 
Department of the Interior. 

Bureau of Indian Affairs — 55 mil- 
lion acres: The BIA, an agency of the 
Department of the Interior, is responsible 
for the administration and management 
of 55 million acres in estates held in trust 
by the United States for American Indians, 
Indian tribes, and Alaska Natives. These 
lands equal an area larger than the entire 
state of Idaho. 

Bureau of Reclamation — 7.1 million 
acres: The BOR, an agency of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, manages 7.1 million 
acres of land and easements, as well as 337 
water reservoirs across 17 Western states, 
an area slightly larger than the state of 
Massachusetts. 

Department of Defense — 14.4 mil- 
lion acres: The DOD claims some 14.4 


million acres of land in the United States, 
more than the combined area of Delaware, 
New Jersey, Rhode Island, and Vermont. 
Outer Continental Shelf — 1.712 bil- 
lion acres: The OCS area encompasses 
1.712 billion acres and lies offshore in 
between where state offshore jurisdiction 
ends — nine nautical miles off the coasts of 
Florida and Texas, and three nautical miles 
offshore for all other states — and extend- 
ing to 200 nautical miles out to sea. This 
huge area falls under the control of the 
Bureau of Offshore Energy Management 
(BOEM) and the Bureau of Safety and 
Environmental Enforcement (BSEE), both 
agencies of the Department of the Interior. 
But the “Federal Footprint Map” does 
not tell the whole story of the federal 
landlord in the West. A crucially impor- 
tant issue not covered by the map is the 
control exercised by federal agencies over 
the remaining private land and water, as 
well as over state, county, municipal, or 
other types of publicly owned lands in the 
Western states. Private landowners are 
regularly subjected to “takings” of their 
property rights under the guise of pro- 


Porter Sage 
Earl | The USDA Forest Gervine cue 4 


The federal bootprint — stamping out freedom: In November 2015, the U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Natural Resources released 
the “Federal Footprint Map,” a detailed, layered inventory of the massive landholdings of federal agencies as well as the state and private lands 
under federal regulatory jurisdiction. It can be accessed at http://naturalresources.house.gov/federalfootprint/ 
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tecting the environment through Wild & 
Scenic Rivers designation, critical habitat 
(for so-called endangered species) desig- 
nation, wetlands designation, or National 
Heritage Area designation. 

Also not shown on the map is the in- 
creasing footprint of tax-exempt founda- 
tions and non-profit trusts (such as the 
Nature Conservancy, American Prairie 
Reserve, etc.) that are buying up mil- 
lions of acres through various extortion 
schemes in which they conspire with 
federal agencies to drive private property 
owners off their land. Utilizing a com- 
bination of lawsuits and onerous regula- 
tions, the enviro-Fedgov tag teams force 
distressed owners into the position of 
“willing sellers” — and then often scoop 
up the “bargain property” for pennies on 
the dollar. These trust properties are still 
listed as “private property,” but they often 
are taken off the tax rolls, thus increasing 
the tax burden on the remaining genuine, 
productive private-property owners. 


AP Images 


Monumental hubris: Acting as an elected dictator, President Barack Obama signs designations 


A somewhat better appreciation of the 
impact of the Fedgov bootprint can be ob- 
tained by translating the millions of acres 
of land “owned” by the federal government 
in the Western states into the percentage of 
land that amounts to in each state: 

Nevada: 84.5 percent 

Alaska: 69.1 percent 

Utah: 57.4 percent 

Oregon: 53.1 percent 

Idaho: 50.2 percent 

Arizona: 48.1 percent 

California: 45.3 percent 

Wyoming: 42.4 percent 

New Mexico: 41.8 percent 

Colorado: 36.6 percent 

Washington: 30.3 percent 

Montana: 29.9 percent 

On the practical level, it is patently lu- 
dicrous for the federal government, which 
is drowning in debt from here to eternity, 
to continue purchasing (or confiscating) 
more property, while continuing to mis- 
manage and destroy that with which it 


for three new national monuments — Berryessa Snow Mountain in California, Waco Mammoth in 
Texas, and the Basin and Range in Nevada — on July 10, 2015. 
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has already been entrusted. But that is the 
case. One measure of the problem is the 
“deferred maintenance” issue mentioned 
earlier, which has been an ongoing cri- 
sis for decades. The latest report on this 
matter (April 2015) from the nonpartisan 
Congressional Research Service (CRS) 
found that the four principal culprits — 
the National Park Service (NPS), Forest 
Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, and 
Bureau of Land Management — “had a 
combined deferred maintenance estimat- 
ed at between $16.31 billion and $21.43 
billion.” 

The NPS, the largest offender, which 
has charge over our National Parks, has 
been looting the treasury to buy still 
more land while allowing our “national 
jewels” to fall into ruin. Roads, bridges, 
culverts, buildings, fences, hiking trails, 
campgrounds, picnic grounds, shelters, 
restrooms, and other assets that are not 
maintained quickly deteriorate, and the 
cost of repairing and/or replacing them 
becomes astronomical: now over $11 bil- 
lion for the NPS. 

As we explained in some detail in 
our article “Feds vs. the West,” (May 
19, 2014), there is no practical, moral, 
or constitutional basis for the federal 
government to continue holding on to 
vast swaths of the American West. Our 
Founders never intended the national 
government to exercise permanent 
ownership or control over these huge 
expanses. We do not see this massive 
federal imprint on the states of the East- 
ern seaboard. Many of the states of the 
Midwest, the Great Lakes, and the Gulf 
Coast had to fight in Congress and in 
the courts to force the Feds to properly 
“dispose” of the “public lands,” by fully 
transferring them to the states, so that 
they would enjoy sovereign “equal foot- 
ing” with the original 13 states. The peo- 
ple of the Western states who are now 
calling for their right to “equal footing” 
should be applauded for following this 
very American course. It is insulting to 
claim or imply that the states, counties, 
municipalities, and private citizens of 
the West are less capable of managing 
their own affairs than their fellow citi- 
zens, or that they will be more destruc- 
tive of the “national treasures” than the 
Fedgov “servants” who are already ac- 
complishing that destruction. 
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Farm Bureau TV YouTube Video 


Through no fault of their own, farmers, ranchers, and 
landholders are finding themselves jailed, fined, or 
otherwise penalized by government — with nothing they 


can do about it. 


Embattled farmer: The Army Corps of Engineers is threatening California farmer John Duarte 
with huge fines and, possibly, jail for plowing his wheat field, a farming practice that is exempt 
from the Clean Water Act the EPA claims he violated. 


by William F. Jasper 


merica’s farmers and ranchers, 
At people who grow the food 

that magically appears on our 
grocery store shelves, are under siege. 
Like swarms of locusts, federal regu- 
lators from the EPA, BLM, USFS, etc. 
are driving these hardworking produc- 
ers who feed America into the ground. A 
relentless bombardment of threats, fines, 
regulatory takings, lawsuits, and other 
means of perpetual harassment is kill- 
ing what remains of our family-owned 
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farms. It is not only America’s food sup- 
ply that is imperiled by this onslaught; 
equally important (if not more so) is the 
threat that these rogue federal regulators 
pose to justice, to the rule of law, to the 
very idea of limited government, and to 
the freedom of each and every one of 
us. The profiles of the victims provided 
here represent only a tiny sample of the 
thousands of our fellow citizens who 
have heroically fought, or are currently 
fighting, against a federal leviathan that 
is trampling their rights and taking their 


property. 
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John Duarte — 

Plow Your Field, Go to Jail 

In December of 2012, John Duarte did 
what thousands of other farmers do: He 
planted wheat. Specifically, he planted 
wheat on 450 acres he owns in Califor- 
nia’s central valley near Red Bluff, a 
couple hours north of Sacramento. Little 
did he know that this simple act would 
place him in jeopardy of fines as high as 
$50,000 per day and a possible prison sen- 
tence. Matthew Kelley, an employee of the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, happened 
to drive by and take notice of the plow- 
ing activity on Duarte’s land in prepara- 
tion for the planting. Kelley reported to his 
superiors that Duarte’s plowing operations 
were a “big violation” of the federal Clean 
Water Act, in that they were, allegedly, de- 
stroying a “wetland.” 

The Clean Water Act authorizes the 
Corps of Engineers to regulate certain “‘dis- 
charges” to “waters of the United States.” 
The Corps has interpreted this to mean 
“wetlands” and virtually every mud puddle 
in the country. However, the act specifi- 
cally exempts “normal farming activities” 
from the ban on discharging dredge and fill 
material and from the costly and burden- 
some permit requirements. There are good 
reasons for agricultural exemptions: Re- 
quiring farmers to spend, on average, two 
years and $270,000 to get a federal permit 
to plant and harvest crops would be a pre- 
scription for national starvation. But Kelley 
claimed that Duarte was plowing three feet 
deep, which constituted not normal plow- 
ing but “deep ripping,” which, Kelley said, 
was a “flagrant” violation. Based on Kel- 
ley’s report, the Corps issued a cease-and- 
desist order (CDO) to Duarte on February 
23, 2013. Upon receiving the order, Duarte 
ceased operations on the parcel — and lost 
his wheat crop, a $50,000 investment, not 
including the profit he hoped to realize 
from the sale of the wheat. That’s not all: 
The acreage has remained fallow because 
the Corps insists that the stop order will re- 
main in effect until Duarte goes through the 
long, costly process of obtaining a permit, 
which, legally, he doesn’t need in order to 
farm. 

Duarte is suing the Corps for violation of 
his right to due process. The Fifth Amend- 
ment to the U.S. Constitution provides 
that “No person shall be ... deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, without due pro- 
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Upon receiving the order, Duarte ceased operations 
on the parcel — and lost his wheat crop, a $50,000 
investment, not including the profit he hoped to realize 
from the sale of the wheat. That’s not all: The acreage 
has remained fallow because the Corps insists that 
the stop order will remain in effect. 


cess of law.” Duarte, represented by the 
Pacific Legal Foundation, charges that the 
Army Corps violated his due process rights 
by ordering him to shut down operations 
without first holding a hearing giving him 
the opportunity to present his case. If the 
Army Corps had complied with the Consti- 
tution and provided him a hearing, Duarte 
says, the Army Corps would have discov- 
ered that it was in error as to the facts in the 
case, and likely would not have shut down 
the farm. The Corps moved to have Du- 
arte’s case dismissed, arguing, incredibly, 
that its cease-and-desist order had not de- 
prived Duarte of property, but that Duarte 
had “voluntarily abstained from farming” 
in response to the order. Senior Judge Law- 
rence Karlton of the U.S. District Court for 
the Eastern District of California slapped 
down the government’s attempt to dismiss 
the due-process challenge. 

Karlton ruled that if compliance with 
the cease-and-desist order were voluntary 
and if Duarte was free to ignore such un- 
conditional commands by the U.S. gov- 
ernment, then the Corps’ regulators should 
have said so. 

“Tn essence,” Karlton wrote, “the Gov- 
ernment argues that although it (figura- 
tively) held a gun to plaintiff’s head and 
ordered him to stop farming, plaintiff 
should have relied on the unstated fact that 
the gun could not be fired.” 

Judge Karlton also criticized the Corps’ 
unreasonable process. “Forcing plaintiffs 
to wait idly about while the Corps decides 
whether to bring an enforcement action 
has the effect of continuing to deprive 
plaintiffs of the use of their property, with- 
out end,” he wrote. 

Karlton also made this stinging rebuke 
to the Corps’ reasoning: “If the Corps, 
instead of issuing the [cease-and-desist 
order], had burned plaintiffs’ nursery to the 
ground in an effort to protect the waters of 
the U.S., plaintiffs surely would have suf- 
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fered an injury, even though the Corps still 
would not have imposed any legal ‘obliga- 
tion’ or ‘liability’ on plaintiffs.” 

However, rather than backing off and 
admitting they blundered, the Army Corps 
is doubling down; they’ve countersued 
Duarte and are threatening huge fines and 
penalties. 

“The Corps and EPA aren’t trying to mi- 
cromanage farmers. They’re trying to stop 
farmers,” Duarte said in a recent video 
about the case produced by the Ameri- 
can Farm Bureau. “They’re trying to turn 
our farm land into habitat preservation. 
They’re simply trying to chase us off of 
our land.” 

John Duarte is in a better position than 
millions of other farmers and property 
owners who are standing in the Corps/ 
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EPA “Waters of the United States” 
(WOTUS) cross hairs. As president of 
Duarte Nursery, he has additional income 
to fall back on, unlike many other farmers 
who would be driven into bankruptcy by 
a similar Army Corps CDO that stopped 
their farming operations. Duarte Nursey, 
a multi-million-dollar family business 
started by his parents, is a national leader 
in viticulture science and is famous for its 
grapevines and avocado, pistachio, wal- 
nut, almond, citrus, and prune root stock. 
Moreover, he is well known, well connect- 
ed, and well respected in the agricultural 
world, and has done a good job of taking 
his fight to the court of public opinion, as 
well as the legal courts. Even the “progres- 
sive” Los Angeles Times has come down in 
favor of Duarte, with a January 15, 2016 
article that found the Corps’ arguments so 
ludicrous that “the government will almost 
certainly find itself on the losing side.” 


Linda Evridge — Oops! Sorry We 
Incinerated Your Ranch 

On April 3, 2013, the U.S. Forest Service 
ignited a prescribed burn along the North 
Dakota-South Dakota border in the Grand 
River National Grasslands. The stated rea- 
son for the burn was to destroy 130 acres 


Burn ’em out! “Controlled burns” by federal agencies frequently get out of control, burning 
private as well as public lands, but federal employees are virtually never penalized even for 
egregious negligence. Private citizens, however, are likely to be hit with huge damage costs, 


firefighting costs, fines, and jail. 
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“My ranch was beautiful” — before you burned it. Linda Evridge (shown standing, arm raised), 
whose family ranch was destroyed, angrily addresses a public meeting held by the U.S. Forest 
Service in Hettinger, North Dakota, after the Pautre Fire ruined many farms and ranches. 


of dead crested wheat. Due to the danger- 
ously dry, windy conditions, farmers and 
ranchers in the area had repeatedly warned 
against and protested against burns in the 
area. Disregarding this sound advice (as 
well as weather service fire-danger alerts), 
the Forest Service lit the fires anyway. 
Predictably, the flames quickly raged out 
of control, taking out not a mere 130 acres 
but 17 square miles (nearly 11,000 acres), 
11 square miles of which are privately 
owned ranch/farm land. It’s known as the 
Pautre Fire, and it has left smoldering em- 
bers that continue to ignite passion among 
ranchers and farmers nationwide. 

At a public meeting in Hettinger, North 
Dakota, on April 6, 2013, Grand River 
District Ranger Paul Hancock apologized 
to an understandably angry gathering of 
around 100 farmers and ranchers and as- 
sured them that the Forest Service would 
expedite the compensation process to see 
that they recovered the costs of their crops, 
livestock, fences, hay bales, buildings, 
and other losses from the ill-advised fire. 
“The Forest Service is extremely regret- 
ful that the fire escaped the containment 
area,” Hancock told the victims. 

Some of the fire victims lost as much as 
90 percent of their forage, and many were 
in the middle of calving season. How would 
they be compensated for those losses, as 
well as their losses of sweat equity and the 
value of time lost while grass regrows and 
fences are replaced? “What are we going to 
do with the displaced livestock?” asked one 
victim. “How are we going to move some 
of these cattle around?” asked another. 

Ranch owner Linda Evridge lost land 
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and timber to the fire. “I will never live to 
see those trees regrown in my lifetime,” 
she told Hancock. “I’ve spent 39 years of 
my life on this ranch. It’s more than just 
dirt and grass. How are you going to com- 
pensate the trees gone, the erosion that will 
happen because they are no longer there?” 

“My land and everybody’s land in here 
was beautiful,” Evridge said. “The people 
in this room know this land better than you 
do. Do you think you should have called 
and talked to the people in this room be- 
fore you burned anything?” she demanded 
of Hancock. 

“T wish I had all of the answers, but 
we will work with everyone to figure out 
how we can best help,” the Forest Service 
ranger told the crowd. 

It’s nearly three years later, and the 
victims are still waiting for that help and 
compensation. But, in the meantime, the 
government has changed its tune: In July 
of 2015, the Forest Service’s parent agen- 
cy, the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
denied all financial claims for the Pautre 
Fire, which by that time had amounted to 
over $50 million. Based on the assurances 
of Ranger Hancock and the support of 
U.S. Senator John Thune (R-S.D.), many 
of the fire victims, no doubt, hoped that 
their compensation soon would be forth- 
coming. In an April 8, 2013 letter to For- 
est Service Chief Tom Tidwell, Senator 
Thune noted that the Forest Service had 
acknowledged to the Rapid City Journal: 
“We did light it and it did get away. And 
we plan to pay for damages.” 

“The most urgent need,” wrote Senator 
Thune, “is for timely payment from the For- 


est Service for private property losses due to 
this fire, because the ranchers who suffered 
losses in this fire had already experienced 
devastating pasture and feed losses due to 
the 2012 drought. Burned up and destroyed 
pasture acres, hay and alfalfa stacks and 
bales, fences, buildings and vehicles can 
all be easily and immediately quantified 
and their loss values accurately assessed, 
which means there should be no delay by 
the Forest Service in providing payments to 
the impacted producers for their losses due 
to the Forest Service-started Pautre Fire.” 

Senator Thune also blasted the govern- 
ment’s prescribed burn practices. “Local 
ranchers warned Forest Service personnel 
that ongoing severe drought conditions, po- 
tential for high winds, and higher-than-nor- 
mal temperatures all meant that starting a 
prescribed burn on April 3 would be a very 
risky undertaking. The Forest Service per- 
sonnel inexcusably disregarded these warn- 
ings and went ahead with the prescribed 
burn.” “With the strike of a match,” the 
senator noted, “the livelihoods and the fu- 
ture of ranchers who suffered losses in the 
Pautre Fire were changed, and a doubtful 
outlook for 2013 became even more uncer- 
tain due to lost pastures, hay, and fences. I 
fully expect the Forest Service to take every 
available action to provide quick, fair, and 
certain reimbursement to these ranchers. I 
respectfully request that full reimbursement 
be made no later than 30 days from the date 
of loss, while allowing additional time for 
producers to apply for losses beyond this 
period as necessary.” 

However, as we reported above, the 
government is now refusing to pay any- 
thing. The Pautre Fire victims have been 
forced to hire attorneys to try to recover 
damages. Three lawsuits with a total of 25 
plaintiffs have been filed thus far. 

In a letter to Senator Thune last June, 
Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack stat- 
ed: “While we deeply regret the losses 
suffered by those affected by the Pautre 
Fire, a careful and thorough review of 
the claims disclosed no liability on the 
part of the U.S. Government.” However, 
one of the lawsuits includes the text of a 
Rangeland Fire Danger Statement for the 
prescribed-burn area issued by the weather 
service more than seven hours before the 
fire started. “Fires will spread rapidly and 
show erratic behavior,” the statement said. 
“Outdoor burning is not recommended.” 
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The government has changed its tune: In July of 
2015, the Forest Service’s parent agency, the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, denied all financial claims 
for the Pautre Fire, which by that time had amounted 


to over S50 million. 


The South Dakota Stockgrowers Asso- 
ciation, in a statement issued on January 
5, 2016, undoubtedly spoke for a great 
many Americans in noting the danger- 
ous double standard applied to Oregon 
ranchers Dwight and Steve Hammond, as 
compared to the Forest Service person- 
nel. Stockgrowers President Bill Kluck 
denounced the “egregiously unbalanced 
response of federal land management 
agencies” and said, “There is a big double 
standard being applied in these govern- 
ment land agencies. We cannot support 
the use of terrorism laws against a family 
ranch while forest service staff are just al- 
lowed to go about their day.” 

The Stockgrowers noted that the Ham- 
monds have been sentenced to five years 
in federal prison after a prescribed burn 
on their private property burned less than 
140 acres of federal property. The family is 
required to pay $400,000 in damages and 
was prosecuted under the Antiterrorism 
and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996. 
“The kind of unchecked decisionmaking 
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$20 million fine — for improving the environment: Wyoming welder and family-farm owner 


authority and lack of accountability from 
federal land management agencies as seen 
in the Pautre Fire, can and will be applied 
to other situations and likely at expense of 
the independent livestock producers and 
private property owners,” Kluck stated. 
“SD Stockgrowers Association supports 
full compensation to the ranchers who were 
harmed by the Pautre Fire, and believe that 
liability should be applied to the U.S. For- 
est Service the way the Hammonds were 
held liable for setting that fire.” 


Andy Johnson — 

Dig a Pond, $20 Million Fine 

Andy Johnson didn’t destroy a wetland, 
he created one. More precisely, like many 
other farmers he created a stock pond to 
provide water for his horses, cattle, and 
other livestock on his small farm near 
Bridger, Wyoming. Johnson, a 32-year- 
old welder and father of four young girls, 
created his stock pond in 2012 by building 
a dam across an intermittent stream on his 
property. Before doing so, he obtained the 
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EPA'S BULLYING! 


a 


Andy Johnson (at microphone) announces his lawsuit against the EPA, to stop it from fining him 


for digging a pond to water his livestock. 
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necessary state and local permits. Con- 
gress expressly exempted stock ponds 
from Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdic- 
tion. However, never ones to be impeded 
by the rule of law, EPA bureaucrats issued 
a “compliance order” demanding that 
Johnson return his property, under federal 
oversight, to its condition before the stock 
pond was created. In addition, the EPA 
began fining him at the rate of $37,500 per 
day. According to the EPA, he has already 
racked up fines of $20 million. 

Fortunately, the California-based Pa- 
cific Legal Foundation (PLF) has come 
to the Johnson family’s assistance. “We 
are challenging an outrageous example 
of EPA overreach against a private citizen 
who has done nothing wrong,” said PLF 
Staff Attorney Jonathan Wood, in filing a 
lawsuit against the EPA on Johnson’s be- 
half. “Andy Johnson constructed a pond 
for his livestock by damming a stream on 
his private property with no connection to 
any navigable water. Under the plain terms 
of the Clean Water Act, he was entirely 
within his rights, and didn’t need federal 
bureaucrats’ permission.” 

“But EPA regulators have decided they 
know better than the law,’ Wood charg- 
es. “By trying to seize control of Andy 
Johnson’s land — and threatening him with 
financial ruin — they are imposing their 
will where they have no authority. Ironi- 
cally, EPA is attempting to destroy a scenic 
environmental asset that provides habitat 
for fish and wildlife, and cleans water that 
passes through it, all in the name of enforc- 
ing the Clean Water Act.” 

Not only is Johnson in compliance with 
the law (while the EPA’s actions violate 
the law), but the EPA cites no evidence 
that he has in any way damaged the envi- 
ronment. Indeed, it appears that his pond 
has improved it. 

“In addition to providing water for his 
livestock, the pond has been an environ- 
mental boon,” according to Ray Kagel, a 
former Army Corps of Engineers enforce- 
ment officer and environmental consul- 
tant. “It created wetlands where there had 
previously been none. It provides habitat 
for fish and wildlife, including migratory 
waterfowl, passerine birds, a bald eagle, 
and moose. And it improves water quality 
by providing a place for sediment and other 
suspended solids to settle,” says Kagel. 

“According to tests by an independent 
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Rogue agencies stamp out freedom: Ocie Mills stands beside a towering stack of permits, 
filings, and regulations for his little half-acre home lot. Right: Ocie and Carey Mills in prison, ina 
photo that appeared on the cover of THE New American in February 1993. 


lab, the water flowing out of Andy’s pond 
is three times cleaner than the water en- 
tering his pond,” Kagel notes. “And the 
suspended solids in the nearest navigable 
waterway — the Green River — are 41 
times greater than in Andy’s pond, which 
means that Andy’s pond is significantly 
cleaner than the downstream river that’s 
allegedly affected.” 


Ocie & Carey Mills, 

Persecuted, Incarcerated Patriots 

In 1989, Ocie Clayton Mills, then age 54, 
and his 31-year-old son Carey were sen- 
tenced to the federal penitentiary, each for 
a term of 21 months, and fined $5,000. 
Their crime? The EPA and Army Corps of 
Engineers wrongly claimed that they had 
violated the federal Clean Water Act by 
cleaning out an existing drainage ditch and 
placing fill sand on part of their half-acre 
parcel of land in Santa Rosa County, Flori- 
da, where the Mills family had intended to 
build their dream home. Ocie Mills, a hard- 
working, law-abiding entrepreneur, fervent 
Christian, and Korean War veteran, had 
complied with state and local permit pro- 
cesses, and his building plans presented no 
danger to the environment or “waters of the 
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United States.” Mills, who had no money 
for an attorney, represented himself, sure 
that the court would rule in his favor once 
it had considered the evidence. The federal 
prosecution came after him with a battery 
of three high-powered attorneys. The fed- 
eral judge sided with the feds, refusing the 
admission of evidence crucial to the Mills’ 
defense, and Ocie and Carey Mills went 
to prison. When they were released from 
prison at the end of 1990, they found they 
had still more ordeals to suffer. They were 
threatened with more fines and prison un- 
less, within 90 days, they returned the prop- 
erty to its prior condition. They complied 
with the order, but found the feds were im- 
placable, claiming that Mills must remove 
still more “fill dirt.” 

This time around, a more sensible judge 
ruled in favor of the Mills family. In his 
ruling in United States v. Ocie Mills and 
Carey C. Mills, Judge Roger Vinson of the 
U.S. District Court for the Northern Dis- 
trict of Florida wrote: 


After having heard all of the evi- 
dence and having personally in- 
spected Lot 20, I find that the eleva- 
tion of Lot 20 is now at, or in some 
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instances, below, the elevation as it 
existed in December of 1985. The 
Government’s contention that ten 
more inches of soil need to be re- 
moved from Lot 20 would result in 
turning Lot 20 into a pond, an unde- 
sirable condition. The lot is now to- 
tally denuded and ugly, in stark con- 
trast to the beautiful lot that existed 
prior to 1986. Although there are de- 
tectable amounts of clay remaining 
on the lot, I find that the defendants 
have met the requirements of the site 
restoration plan insofar as it applies 
to the elevation. 

The ditch lying between Lots 20 
and 19 is now a stagnant pond. It 
needs to be further filled, and al- 
lowed to function as a natural drain 
into East Bay.... In sum, however, I 
find that both defendants have sub- 
stantially complied with the site 
restoration plan which was required 
as a condition of their supervised re- 
lease. The petition for a finding of a 
violation of their supervised release 
condition is, therefore, DENIED. 


Moreover, the judge determined that the 
property was “probably never a wetland 
for purposes of the Clean Water Act” in 
the first place. The court found that the 
soil samples taken by the feds had been 
taken from a drainage ditch! In his written 
opinion, Judge Vinson said that the Mills 
case “presents the disturbing implications 
of the expansive jurisdiction which has 
been assumed by the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers under the Clean Water 
Act in a reversal of terms that is worthy of 
Alice In Wonderland.” 

“The regulatory hydra, which emerged 
from the Clean Water Act,” he continued, 
“mandates in this case that a landowner 
who places clean fill dirt on a plot of sub- 
divided dry land may be imprisoned for 
the statutory felony offense of discharging 
pollutants into the navigable waters of the 
United States.” 

Unchastened by the court’s rebuke, the 
Army Corps issued still another cease- 
and-desist order, starting the harass- 
ment process all over again. “It totally 
destroyed us financially since it put both 
breadwinners in jail,” Ocie Mills told this 
writer in a 1993 interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN. “And all the while, of course, 
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Wayne Hage was the victim of a decades-long “conspiracy” by federal agencies to “kill” his family 


ranching business, ruled a federal judge. 


the government was able to use our tax 
dollars against us.” The family was con- 
tinuously on the verge of losing their 
home. “Our banker has been very good 
and understanding of our situation and 
worked out an arrangement for us just to 
pay the interest,” Mills said. “We’ve been 
just a step ahead of foreclosure, hanging 
on by the skin of our teeth, you might 
say.” Thankfully, many sympathetic 
property-rights advocates chipped in to 
help them keep their heads above water 
— just barely. 

Several years after the initial trial in the 
Mills case, a member of the jury, Quenton 
Wise, came forward to publicly charge that 
the jury foreman, whose son worked for a 
state agency allied with the Army Corps, had 
engaged in egregiously prejudicial conduct. 
A hearing was ordered on the alleged jury 
misconduct, but the government lawyers 
outgunned and outmaneuvered the Mills 
family again, denying them vindication. 

Ocie Mills remained active in property 


rights and constitutionalist issues for most 
of the remainder of his life. He died in 
January, 2013 at age 78, still unbowed, 
unbroken, and — considering all he had 
been through — remarkably buoyant and 
free of bitterness. 


Wayne Hage — Court Condemns 
Fedgov Conspiracy Against 

Hage Family 

Among the many cases of individuals 
standing like David before Goliath Fed- 
gov agencies, the decades-long heroic 
battle by the Hage family is a legendary 
epic. The Nevada ranching family tena- 
ciously clung to their land and their rights 
under a campaign of intimidating harass- 
ment that a federal court ruled amounted 
to criminal conspiracy. In an historic 
ruling in June 2012, Chief Judge Robert 
C. Jones of the Federal District Court of 
Nevada delivered a stinging blow to fed- 
eral agencies that had been maliciously 
violating the rights of ranchers for years. 


The Hage case shows the culpability of Congress in 
failing to rein in and penalize (or better yet, abolish) 
the federal agencies and their agents that regularly 
abuse the rights of American citizens with their 
unconstitutional regulatory powers. 


24 


Judge Jones declared that agents of 
the federal Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) and the federal Forest Service 
(FS) had been engaged in a decades- 
long criminal “conspiracy” against the 
family of Wayne and Jean Hage and 
their ranching operation. Among other 
things, Judge Jones accused the federal 
bureaucrats of racketeering under the 
federal RICO (Racketeer Influenced 
and Corruption Organizations) stat- 
ute, and accused them as well of fraud, 
mail fraud, extortion, and other crimes, 
in an effort “to kill the business of Mr. 
Hage.” In fact, declared Jones, the gov- 
ernment’s actions were so malicious and 
“abhorrent” as to “shock the conscience 
of the Court.” 

Judge Jones said he found that “the gov- 
ernment and the agents of the government 
in that locale, sometime in the ’70s and 
’80s, entered into a conspiracy, a literal, in- 
tentional conspiracy, to deprive the Hages 
of not only their permit grazing rights, for 
whatever reason, but also to deprive them 
of their vested property rights under the 
takings clause, and I find that that’s a suf- 
ficient basis to hold that there is irreparable 
harm if I don’t ... restrain the government 
from continuing in that conduct.” 

In fact, Judge Jones found the agen- 
cy offences so onerous that he not only 
granted an injunction against the agen- 
cies, but actually referred area BLM and 
Forest Service managers to the Justice 
Department for prosecution. By this time, 
Mr. and Mrs. Hage had both died. Jean 
Hage passed away in 1996, and her hus- 
band Wayne died a decade later, in 2006, 
years before Judge Jones’ vindicating rul- 
ing. Their family and friends are certain 
the stress of the constant harassment led 
to an early death for each of them. Their 
children continue to run the ranch and 
continue the fight. Naturally, the DOJ 
did not pursue any prosecution of the of- 
fending agents or agencies, as called for 
by Judge Jones — but it has continued to 
aid the offending agencies in their harass- 
ment of the Hage family. The Hage case, 
as with so many similar cases, shows the 
culpability of Congress in failing to rein 
in and penalize (or better yet, abolish) 
the federal agencies and their agents that 
regularly abuse the rights of American 
citizens with their unconstitutional regu- 
latory powers. Hi 
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BENGHAZI ATTACK 


The Benghazi attack, the attack that killed 
a U.S. ambassador to Libya and that the 
Obama administration blamed on an 
anti-Muslim film, is depicted, based on 
eyewitness accounts. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ust in time for the kick-off of the electoral season comes 

a movie that reminds Americans yet again what is wrong 

with the government we have endured for the past eight 
years. The riveting /3 Hours: The Secret Soldiers of Benghazi, di- 
rected by big-budget action film director Michael Bay and based on 
the nonfiction book /3 Hours by Mitchell Zuckoff, is a soldier’s- 
eye view of the notorious terrorist assaults on two American com- 
pounds in Benghazi, Libya, on September 11, 2012. The movie 
is not for all tastes, featuring combat violence aplenty (though no 
gratuitous gore) and an excess of R-rated language. But it is politi- 
cal storytelling at its best — precisely because it tries very hard 
to be subtle. There are no overt references to Barack Obama and 
Hillary Clinton, for example, even as the frustrating paralysis of 
official government channels puts lives in danger. But the viewer 
is left in no doubt as to who the worst villain is: not the battalions 
of Libyan terrorists, but the government functionaries unable and 
unwilling to make the hard decisions. 

With Hillary Clinton now in a tight race with Bernie Sanders 
for the Democratic presidential nomination, /3 Hours is as politi- 
cally relevant as any election-year film since 1976’s All the Presi- 
dents Men. Yet to be seen, however, is whether this film will have 
a discernible impact on the candidacy of Hillary Rodham Clinton. 


From the beginning, the Benghazi attack was politicized by the 
Obama administration; of this there can be no serious doubt. It 
has been well-established via testimony and paper trails — much 
of it directly pertaining to then-Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
— that the Obama administration, fearing an electoral backlash, 
sought to portray the twin attacks as a demonstration, which spi- 
raled out of hand, against an obscure anti-Muslim film; this while 
knowing from the outset that it was in fact a carefully planned and 
executed terrorist attack by Libyan extremists, timed to fall on 
the infamous anniversary of the original September 11 terror at- 
tacks on U.S. soil. For example, Secretary of State Clinton, scant 
hours after the original attack, made a public statement blaming 
the attacks on an incoherent American-made anti-Muslim video 
Innocence of Muslims: The Crimes of Prophet Mohammed. Presi- 
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dent Obama made similar claims the following day, with Hillary 
Clinton standing beside him. And then-White House Press Sec- 
retary Jay Carney laid the blame squarely on the notorious video 
two days after that in a press conference. As late as two weeks 
after the attack, on September 23, President Obama continued to 
retail the official line, telling no less prominent an audience than 
the UN General Assembly that “there is no video that justifies an 
attack on an embassy.” 

Yet shortly after Hillary Clinton made her first public state- 
ment on the attacks, she sent an e-mail to her daughter Chelsea 
indicating that “two of our officers were killed in Benghazi by 
an al-Qaeda-like group.” The next day, Hillary informed Hesham 
Kandil, the prime minister of Egypt, in a telephone conversation 
that “we know that the attack in Libya had nothing to do with the 
film. It was a planned attack — not a protest.” 

This information was all extracted, wisdom-tooth style, after 
years of stonewalling and coverup by the Obama administration, 
thanks to the ongoing efforts of the much-maligned congressional 
Select Committee on Benghazi. The evidence from the paper trail 
and public record is very clear: Barack Obama, Hillary Clinton, 
and the entire Obama administration concealed the truth about the 
Benghazi attacks, and sought to portray them as a spontaneous up- 
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MOVIE REVIEW 


welling of Muslim rage, because the truth of 
what happened contradicted the then-current 
reelection narrative that “al-Qaeda is on the 
run.” When Republican presidential candi- 
date Mitt Romney dared to confront Obama 
during the second presidential debate for his 
administration’s mischaracterization of the 
Benghazi attacks, the president huffily took 
offense. Supposedly impartial CNN debate 
moderator Candy Crowley took the presi- 
dent’s side, embarrassing Romney for dar- 
ing to speak what has since become widely 
acknowledged as fact, that the “t-word” 
(terrorism) was stricken from administra- 
tion talking points on Benghazi until long 
after the event. 

Adding to the consternation within the 
Obama administration was the self-evi- 
dent fact that the Benghazi attacks were 
an unintended consequence of America’s 
intervention in the Libyan civil war, an in- 
tervention that led to the death of Moam- 
mar Gadhafi at the hands of a mob and 
the subsequent descent of Libya into 
violent anarchy, with numerous heavily 
armed factions battling for control across 
the country, openly defying such legiti- 
mate civil authority as existed and, in 
some cases, threatening foreign players in 
Libya, including the United States. 

Against this chaotic backdrop, U.S. Am- 
bassador Chris Stevens, an expert on Arabic 
language and culture, was a much-respect- 
ed figure among ordinary Libyans, and ap- 
pears to have been sincerely concerned with 
the plight of Libyans post-Gadhafi. 


The Benghazi facility was tragically ill- 
equipped to provide for the safety of any 
U.S. personnel, such as a U.S. ambassa- 
dor, with its low walls, weak front gate, 
and poorly vetted, ill-equipped Libyan se- 
curity personnel. The Benghazi attackers 
took advantage of this almost nonexistent 
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security at the diplomatic compound in 
the eastern Libyan city. Contrary to wide- 
spread belief, the compound was techni- 
cally neither an embassy nor an official 
consulate. Its precise function, in fact, has 
been the subject of considerable debate, 
with the Obama administration denying 
very plausible allegations in the media that 
the site (as well as a second, somewhat 
better-defended compound nearby, where 
CIA interests were ensconced) served in 
part as a transit point for the shipment of 
weapons from Libya to rebels in Syria 
and elsewhere. Clandestine Middle East- 
ern weapons trafficking has long been a 
stock-in-trade with Washington foreign 
policy elites. Yet the Iran Contra scandal 
during the Reagan administration gained 
huge coverage in the mainstream media, 
whereas no one in the major media organs, 
save perhaps Fox News, has shown any 


interest in pursuing allegations of gun- 
running out of Benghazi. 

At dusk on September 11, between 125 
and 150 heavily armed fighters accompa- 
nied by trucks bearing the logo of Ansar 
al-Sharia, a radical Islamist terrorist group, 
attacked the main diplomatic compound 
where Ambassador Stevens and six other 
Americans were housed. The attackers, 
many of whom wore flak jackets and had 
covered faces, blocked off all streets lead- 
ing to the compound with “technicals,” or 
improvised fighting vehicles with mounted 
machine guns. Using RPGs, mortar fire, as- 
sault rifles, and hand-propelled grenades, 
the attackers then swiftly overwhelmed 
the compound’s meager defenses, setting 
buildings on fire before dispersing into the 
alleys of Benghazi to regroup for a second 
attack, later in the night, on the other Amer- 
ican compound 1.2 miles away. 

This second attack, as depicted in the 
movie, lasted much longer and met with 
fierce resistance from the few American 
defenders. It began just after midnight with 
heavy mortar, rocket, and machine-gun 
fire. The American defenders, equipped 
with night-vision glasses, exacted a fearful 
toll on the attackers, but the battle contin- 
ued until dawn. 

We all know how the story ended: Four 
Americans, including U.S. Ambassador 
Chris Stevens, lost their lives. Stevens 
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Dodging bullets: Former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton has so far managed to avoid 
accepting responsibility for the failures at Benghazi, and shame has dogged congressmen who 
have pursued a years-long investigation into the Benghazi affair, only to be stymied at every 


turn by evasions and stonewalling. 
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was trapped inside a safe zone in the dip- 
lomatic compound and was overcome by 
smoke. He was pulled out of the ruined 
building still barely alive by a crowd of 
Libyans in the aftermath of the attacks, 
and transported to a local hospital. Ste- 
vens was pronounced dead at the hospi- 
tal and later retrieved by American forces 
for repatriation. Also deceased in the first 
attack was Foreign Service Information 
Manager Sean Smith, who had caught a 
man dressed as a Libyan policeman tak- 
ing pictures of the compound earlier in the 
day. Perhaps Smith had a premonition; he 
wrote worriedly in his journal shortly be- 
fore the attack: “Assuming we don’t die 
tonight. We saw one of our ‘police’ that 
guard the compound taking pictures.” 
Two more Americans died in the second 
attack, both falling victim to mortar rounds, 
CIA/State Department contractors Glen 
Doherty and Tyrone Woods, both former 
Navy SEALs. With the arrival of daybreak, 
the attack finally ended, and the Americans 
were able to escape to the Benghazi airport 
under Libyan escort to await evacuation. 
13 Hours shows us how events un- 
folded, based on eyewitness accounts. The 
story centers on six security contractors, 
including Doherty and Woods, who were 
charged with beefing up the defenses of the 
second diplomatic compound in Benghazi 
to be attacked, a secretive CIA intelligence- 
gathering post whose very existence was 
unknown even to high-ranking officials in 
the U.S. government and military. As for- 
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mer Special Forces and combat veterans, 
the six security contractors are portrayed as 
unaccustomed to the cautious, bureaucratic 
ways of the CIA. The station chief, played 
ably by David Costabile (of Breaking Bad 
fame), is mostly concerned with finishing 
up his tour of duty in Benghazi incident- 
free and with keeping intact the chain of 
command at any cost. Even when the other 
diplomatic compound, where Ambassa- 
dor Stevens is staying, is attacked, with 
flames and gunfire visible in the distance 
and personnel there pleading for help over 
the radio, Costabile’s nameless CIA chief 
stands firm, preventing the six security con- 
tractors from going to their aid — because 
he has not received authorization from his 
superiors, and because he fears what might 
happen if the six get themselves killed. 

Eventually, the six defy his orders, only to 
find the compound already burning fiercely 
and most of the perpetrators fled. Correctly 
anticipating that their own compound will 
be the next target, they make their way back 
across town to defend the American person- 
nel trapped there, in an epic, three-part gun 
battle that lasts until dawn. 

There are in the film, to be sure, deft ref- 
erences to the indecision and venality that 
characterized the Obama administration’s 
handling of the Benghazi attacks from the 
beginning. There is, for example, the mo- 
ment when one of the heroes, who is in 
touch with family stateside via cellphone, 
informs the others that Americans back 
home are being told it was a protest against 


Under fire: The movie depicts American 
contractors defying orders to stand down 

in order to try to help the U.S. ambassador 
and other diplomatic staff trapped by the 
first Benghazi attack. Right: John Krasinski’s 
Jack Silva is confronted by one of Benghazi’s 
lawless militias in a tense standoff. 73 Hours 
ably portrays the extreme dangers of post- 
Gadhafi Benghazi — dangers for which the 
U.S. government did not provide adequate 
protection. 


an anti-Muslim film, which they scoff at. 
There are the moments when the Americans 
under siege learn — to their disbelief — that 
the United States has no military assets close 
enough to give them air support or mount a 
rescue operation. And there is the constant 
bureaucratic paralysis that apparently pre- 
vents even an overflight of F-16s — a show 
of strength from Aviano Air Base in Italy 
that the trapped Americans in Benghazi beg 
for but do not get (rather incongruously, the 
U.S. government does muster one unarmed 
drone, depicted in the film, that circles high 
overhead, taking pictures of the chaos and 
carnage beneath but unable to intervene). 

There are also moral doubts expressed 
by members of the team of security con- 
tractors that the entire Libyan military ad- 
venture is ill-advised, and that they will 
end up dying in a foreign land for a cause 
that is clear to nobody. 


What Washington Won’t Learn 
This, of course, is the most important les- 
son to be garnered from the Benghazi de- 
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bacle — the same lesson that should have 
been learned in Vietnam, in Mogadishu, 
and in Iraq, among many other places: 
There is no moral basis for empire build- 
ing and military interventionism. The late 
Libyan dictator Moammar Gadhafi was an 
awful tyrant, to be sure — one of many 
dragons the U.S. armed forces have been 
sent abroad to slay — but he was Libya’s 
problem, not ours. The same could be said 
of Iraq’s Saddam Hussein and Syria’s 
Bashar al-Assad, but the lesson appears 
to fall on deaf ears among policymakers 
in Washington time and again. The Ben- 
ghazi attacks have gained especial noto- 
riety because of their timing (the crucial 
final sprint of the 2012 presidential cam- 
paign) and the Obama administration’s 
consequent attempts to downplay their 
significance and cover up what actually 
happened. Not until Obama was safely 
reelected did the official narrative of Ben- 
ghazi change, and Michael Bay’s treat- 
ment of the incident leaves no doubt about 
what actually happened. 

Nowhere in the film, incidentally, is there 
any evidence of an anti-American demon- 
stration. Instead, we see shady-looking 
groups of Libyans skulking around the two 
American compounds, taking pictures and 
carrying out surveillance. Police cars and 
other vehicles drive up periodically, only 
to speed away, and supposedly trustworthy 
Libyan security personnel at the diplomatic 
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Aftermath: The gutted and abandoned U.S. diplomatic facility in Benghazi after the attacks. 


compound take pictures of the facility and 
make suspicious phone calls. When the 
attacks come, they are — as accounts of 
the incident bear up — well-coordinated, 
carried out by heavily armed men with the 
help of a few locals. 

This is not a movie about warm and sym- 
pathetic characters and their complex inter- 
personal relationships. Most of the dialogue 
is macho banter and military order-barking, 
as befits the subject matter. But 13 Hours 
does show video footage of some of the 
men’s families. The actors portraying the 
six contractors deliver their lines crisply, 
without a hint of schlock, although the pres- 
ence of John Krasinski and David Denman 
playing comrades-in-arms is likely to pro- 
voke cognitive dissonance among fans of 
the TV comedy series The Office. 

In the end, the movie avoids the te- 
dious sermonizing so typical of Holly- 
wood political thrillers, preferring to tell 
the story as close to the book as it can 
and trust the viewer to draw his own con- 
clusions. It is impossible for any rational 
viewer not to feel empathy for the four 
men killed so needlessly in Benghazi, 
nor disgust for the calculated political 
gamesmanship that led up to this debacle. 
While the movie occasionally traffics in 
excessive Arab stereotypes (almost ev- 
eryone in Benghazi is untrustworthy and 
prone to hair-trigger violence, apparently, 
as shown by the tense street confronta- 
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Having learned nothing from the events of September 11-12, 2012, the Obama administration 
continues to intervene in the Libyan civil war, and there is talk of yet again escalating U.S. 
involvement under the guise of “training” and “logistical support.” 
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tion at the beginning of the film and in 
many other non-combat situations), it 
also makes clear that huge numbers of 
Libyans were appalled by the Benghazi 
attacks and demonstrated by the tens of 
thousands in anger and shame at the death 
of the hugely popular American ambas- 
sador. Chris Stevens, unlike many Ameri- 
can diplomatic personnel, had a sincere 
and idealistic regard for the people he 
worked with, and worked hard to help 
Libyans recover from their desolating 
civil war. That Libya is now a failed state, 
overrun with extremist Islamic militias 
(including ISIS), is a bitter epitaph. 

Whether /3 Hours will provoke sus- 
tained, renewed interest in Hillary Clin- 
ton’s role in the Benghazi affair is yet to 
be seen. After all, the Benghazi terror 
attacks and subsequent coverup are but 
some of the more recent of a long train 
of scandals and outrages perpetrated 
by the former First Lady, stretching all 
the way back to “Travelgate,” the now- 
nearly-forgotten firing of the entire White 
House travel staff and their replacement 
with Clinton cronies at the beginning of 
President Clinton’s first term. In that and 
many other subsequent scandals, Hill- 
ary has had as much involvement as her 
corrupt husband — yet the mainstream 
media, determined to see her in the White 
House where she can inflict maximal 
damage on the U.S. body politic, have by 
turns ignored and pooh-poohed any sug- 
gestion that Clinton’s hands might be sul- 
lied or her character tainted. Were it not 
for the determined efforts of the Select 
Committee on Benghazi, the entire affair, 
including Clinton’s complicity, would al- 
ready be in the memory hole alongside 
the aforementioned “Travelgate,” as well 
as Whitewater, Chinagate, Filegate, Cat- 
tlegate, and other Clinton scandals too 
numerous to mention. 

13 Hours, then, has done what the 
media have so far refused to do: shine a 
critical light on a major foreign policy fail- 
ing of the Obama administration and of its 
chief architect, Hillary Clinton. Overall, it 
is a spare, worthwhile portrayal of selfless 
American military virtue at its best, and 
should take its place among the best films 
(so far) to foray into the vexed politics and 
nuanced morality of America’s post-9/11 
wars and entanglements. 

Movie-going voters, take heed. 
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‘RIGHT TO LIFE’ 
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Even after 43 years of legalized abortion, Americans still 
rally in large numbers on behalf of the unborn. Among 
their number: Norma McCorvey, the “Roe’ in Roe v. Wade. 


by Lisa Shaw 


n January 22, 1973, the U.S. 
O Supreme Court handed down 

a decision that would irrepara- 
bly alter our nation. The ruling of Roe 
v. Wade, by a 7-2 vote, struck down all 
prior state abortion laws that had made 
abortion illegal. The reshaping of beliefs 
regarding the value of human life, paving 
the way for generations of future narcis- 
sists, had begun. 

The general understanding of the Roe v. 
Wade case was that of a young, unmarried 
woman in Dallas seeking an abortion and 
being denied, owing to the state laws of 
Texas. We are also to understand that in 
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response to her being denied (as the laws 
of Texas would only allow abortion if the 
life of the mother was at stake), she filed a 
suit against the district attorney of Dallas 
County, Henry Wade, challenging the con- 
stitutionality of Texas’ abortion laws. Ac- 
cording to Planned Parenthood, “The case 
had been filed by ‘Jane Roe,’ an unmarried 
woman who wanted to safely and legally 
end her pregnancy.” 

Being represented by Linda Coffee and 
Sarah Weddington, both recent graduates 
of the University of Texas Law School, 
“Roe contested the statute on the grounds 
that it violated the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment mandating equal protection of the 
laws and the guarantee of personal liberty, 


A country’s conscience: Groups from all over 
the country unite on the streets of the nation’s 
capital at the world’s largest pro-life event to 
defend and give voice to the unborn. 


and a mother’s right to privacy implicitly 
guaranteed in the First, Fourth, Ninth, and 
Fourteenth Amendments,” according to 
landmarkcases.org. 

On the surface, there seems to be noth- 
ing to question about this retelling of the 
well-known, historic case. However, be- 
hind the rhetoric and subterfuge, one is 
able find the complete story, including 
details the pro-abortionists might not be 
fond of. 


The Other McCorvey Story 

At age 21, Norma McCorvey (Roe’s real 
name) was pregnant with her third child, 
her first two having been given up for 
adoption. Living with her father in Dallas, 
and working a variety of low-paying jobs, 
McCorvey decided, instead of adoption, to 
pursue an abortion. She decided to seek 
an illegal abortion, only to find that her 
chosen clinic had been shut down. At the 
advice of ill-informed friends, McCorvey, 
also not very knowledgeable of her state’s 
laws, lied to her doctor and two lawyers 
and claimed her pregnancy was the result 
of rape, believing this would allow her to 
have a legal abortion. 

Instead of receiving an abortion, as 
Texas had no such rape exemptions, Mc- 
Corvey was introduced to attorneys Coffee 
and Weddington. On a quest to challenge 
Texas’ abortion laws, the women were 
seeking pregnant women who wanted to 
terminate their pregnancies. 

McCorvey, with only a ninth-grade edu- 
cation, admits her lack of understanding 
in the situation and claims to have been 
used to further an agenda. According to 
endroe.org, she states, “They were looking 
for somebody, anybody, to use to further 
their own agenda. I was their most willing 
dupe.” Not realizing what abortion really 
was or the fullness of the implications, she 
says, “Abortion, to me, meant ‘going back’ 
to the condition of not being pregnant.” 

In an interview with WorldNetDaily 
(WND), McCorvey recalled a meeting 
with her two attorneys: 


Sarah (Weddington) sat right across 
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Not silent: Norma McCorvey, plaintiff in the historic Roe v. Wade case 


— 


, on Capitol Hill in 2009 


speaking boldly in defense of life and in stark opposition to her stand many years before. 


the table from me at Columbo’s 
pizza parlor, and I didn’t know 
[then] that she had had an abortion 
herself. When I told her then how 
desperately I needed one, she could 
have told me where to go for it. But 
she wouldn’t because she needed me 
to be pregnant for her cause. I set 
Sarah Weddington up on a pedestal 
like a rose petal. But when it came to 
my turn, well, Sarah saw these cuts 
on my wrists, my swollen eyes from 
crying, the miserable person sitting 
across from her, and she knew she 
had a patsy. She knew I wouldn’t 
go outside of the realm of her and 
Linda. I was too scared. It was one 
of the most hideous times of my life. 


Speaking of her experience with pro- 
abortion activists in general, she contin- 
ued in her interview with WND, “They 
[pro-abortion leaders] claim that they care 


about women and their rights but, in my 
experience, they care for nothing, not even 
themselves in a way.” 

McCorvey’s part in this theatrical affair 
was minimal, at best. Her part was to be 
played on the stage of the courtroom by 
Weddington and Coffee, as she, herself, 
never even appeared in court. In an affi- 
davit in an effort to overturn Roe v. Wade 
in 2005, McCorvey claimed, “I was never 
invited into court. I was never present 
before any court on any level, and I was 
never at any hearing on my case.... I found 
out about the decision from the newspaper 
just like the rest of the country.” 

At the conclusion of the case in 1973, 
McCorvey’s third child was two years old. 
She had given this child up for adoption, 
also. The woman who became the icon of 
the abortion movement never actually had 
an abortion. 

McCorvey’s uninformed views on 
abortion were to stay much the same for 


Speaking of her experience with pro-abortion activists 
in general, (McCorvey) continued in her interview 
with WND, “They claim that they care about women 


and their rights, but, in my experience, they care for 
nothing, not even themselves in a way.” 
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many years. However, in 1994, McCor- 
vey was introduced to the pro-life organi- 
zation Operation Rescue when the group 
moved into a building beside the abortion 
clinic where she worked. Over time, and 
after an initially bad introduction, Mc- 
Corvey warmed up to the organization’s 
national director, Philip “Flip” Benham, 
as they had conversations during her 
work breaks. One day McCorvey ven- 
tured inside the walls of Operation Res- 
cue and was drawn to a poster showing 
the development of a baby. In her book, 
Won by Love, she explains the over- 
whelming awareness she experienced as 
a result of viewing the poster: 


I was sitting in O.R.’s offices when 
I noticed a fetal development poster. 
The progression was so obvious, the 
eyes were so sweet. It hurt my heart, 
just looking at them. I ran outside and 
finally, it dawned on me. “Norma,” 
I said to myself, “They’re right.” I 
had worked with pregnant women 
for years. I had been through three 
pregnancies and deliveries myself. I 
should have known. Yet something in 
that poster made me lose my breath. 
I kept seeing the picture of that tiny, 
10-week-old embryo, and I said to 
myself, that’s a baby! It’s as if blind- 
ers just fell off my eyes and I sud- 
denly understood the truth — that’s 
a baby! 

I felt crushed under the truth of 
this realization. I had to face up to the 
awful reality. Abortion wasn’t about 
“products of conception.” It wasn’t 
about “missed periods.” It was 
about children being killed in their 
mother’s wombs. All those years I 
was wrong. Signing that affidavit, I 
was wrong. Working in an abortion 
clinic, I was wrong. No more of this 
first trimester, second trimester, third 
trimester stuff. Abortion — at any 
point — was wrong. It was so clear. 
Painfully clear. 


After this change of heart and mind, Mc- 
Corvey would go on to continue her activ- 
ism, only now, it would be in the pro-life 
arena. In 1998, she converted to Catholi- 
cism after establishing a friendship with 
the national director of Priests for Life, Fa- 
ther Frank Pavone. In 2005, she petitioned 
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Hundreds of thousands of pro-life marchers 
gather at the 2016 March for Life in Washington, 
D.C., to hear encouraging speakers tell their 


stories and defend the right to life. 


the Supreme Court, to no avail, to have the 
decision of 1973 overturned. 

This epic turn in the story of Roe v. 
Wade is little known, as this information 
isn’t what the media want to report. There 
are many agendas in the pro-abortion 
camp, and all are fueled by the devaluing 
of human life. 


Fight for Life 

As we see, through the years, the passing 
of legislation to decrease the right to life 
of the innocent and increase the right to 
convenience of the responsible, we risk 
being desensitized to the truth. 

There are those in the pro-life movement, 
however, who are holding up the torch of 
truth in the face of the desensitization in 
ways the media cannot completely ignore. 

Every year since 1974, on January 22, the 
anniversary of Roe v. Wade, March for Life, 
a pro-life organization, has held a peaceful 
demonstration in Washington, D.C. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of people gather at this 
east-coast event to stand and be the voice for 
the unborn. The organization’s president, 
Jeanne Mancini, declares, “The movement 
to end abortion in this country is bigger than 
us.... This is a cause that is worth our best 
efforts and dedication.” 

At times, pro-life advocates will put 
themselves in risky situations to fight for 
what they believe. 

In a recent case, two investigators from 
the Center for Medical Progress infiltrated 
a Planned Parenthood facility in Houston 
and recorded footage of the nation’s larg- 
est abortion provider admitting to traffick- 
ing the body parts of aborted babies. After 
releasing the videos and calling for an 
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investigation into the organization, David 
Daleiden and Sandra Merritt now face up 
to 20 years in prison. According to lifesite- 
news.com, “Rather than charge Planned 
Parenthood for illegally selling baby body 
parts, Center for Medical Progress inves- 
tigators David Daleiden and Sandra Mer- 
ritt face a second-degree felony charge of 
‘tampering with a governmental record,’ 
and a misdemeanor charge for violating 
the state’s ‘prohibition of the purchase and 
sale of human organs.’” 

This outrageous ruling has stirred the 
pro-life community, as articles, letters and 
petitions are circulated calling for justice. 

Defending the right to life is not just 
about protesting the surgical removal of 
human life from the mother’s womb. It’s 
about understanding the value of life in all 
ways. When a woman miscarries, she has 
lost a child as surely as if she had deliv- 
ered the baby full term. Some believe that 
a proper understanding of this would help 
increase the support of the pro-life effort. 

In December 2015, statistics from the 
Centers for Disease Control and Preven- 
tion’s National Center for Health Statis- 
tics showed that the nation’s abortion rate 
is at an all-time low, indicating a decline 
in abortion rates since 1980. As THE NEw 
AMERICAN reported at the time, however, 
“Sadly, there is more to it than that. The 
report does not take into account things 
such as the ‘Plan B’ pill and the birth 
control pill, both of which can cause an 
abortion.” 

Many are being duped, much as Norma 
McCorvey, having a lack of understand- 
ing of what they are actually allowing to 
happen in their own lives. Being told that 


a baby is just a piece of tissue is easy for 
a terrified young woman to believe with- 
out an ultrasound to show her the beat- 
ing heart. The ramifications of the lives 
lost and the ignorance and unconcern for 
human life can only prove disastrous for 
our nation. After all, if a baby inside the 
womb can be killed based on convenience, 
then why not extend this view to a baby 
who has just exited the womb — as a 
number of teenagers, who have killed or 
discarded their babies immediately after 
birth have already done? In fact, why not 
extend the Roe v. Wade ethic to all stages 
of human development? 

Pro-life advocate Soraya Pierman of 
Sacramento, California, believes, “Every- 
one is fine with abortion until you put a 
face to it and then it becomes harder to 
justify. No one ever knows who the world 
loses to abortion.” 

Several states have introduced, with 
varying degrees of success, legislation to 
require an ultrasound before an abortion 
can be performed. 

Father Pavone believes that with the 
number of pro-life governors and legis- 
lators, there will be more progress in the 
states. “The status of the [unborn] child is 
increasing. Medical science acknowledg- 
es the child as our newest patient. Fetal 
therapy, fetal diagnosis, and surgery — no 
question — and laws are beginning on the 
state level to recognize the unborn as a real 
person, as a real victim.” 

Though this issue is far from settled in 
both the American mind and law, because 
of the courageous efforts of those in the 
pro-life movement the tide appears to be 
shifting. 
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Our Coupons Care 


Sixteen-year-old Hannah Steinberg of 
Scarsdale, New York, picked up a very 
valuable skill from watching reality tele- 
vision in 2011. Four years later, a number 
of homeless shelters and hospitals have 
benefited. 

When Steinberg was in high school, 
her favorite reality TV show was Extreme 
Couponing, a show that documents the 
couponing efforts of discount-obsessed 
people who go to extreme lengths to pur- 
chase items at significant discounts. 

Steinberg soon realized that she could 
use couponing to purchase items for those 
in need. “These people [on the show] have 
mounds and mounds of items in their ga- 
rages, so I thought I’d try and see if I can do 
something with this to give back,” she told 
today.com. 

Years later, Steinberg’s extreme cou- 
poning has helped her to give exponen- 
tially. In October 2014, she started her 
own charity, Our Coupons Care, a feder- 
ally recognized nonprofit charity that she 
started in order to turn her couponing ef- 
forts into charitable endeavors. 

The Boston Globe reported, “These 
days, the 20-year-old Steinberg has a 
registered charity that has donated more 
than $100,000 worth of household items, 
canned goods, and electronics to homeless 
shelters and hospitals by using the cou- 
poning tricks she observed on the show.” 

Steinberg meticulously keeps track of 
which stores are offering which discounts, 
and buys items in bulk to maximize her 
savings. She funds her purchases through 
donations made to Our Coupons Care. 

“This has become something so much 
bigger than I would’ve imagined, for 
me and for the families,” Steinberg said. 
“What I’m doing is very simple....There 
are people who’ve done much bigger 
things,” she told the Globe. 

But according to those who know her, 
Steinberg is being much too modest. Ivan 
Smith, a youth coordinator at Coachman 
Family Center in White Plains, New York, 
said he believes Steinberg’s charity has 
donated nearly $100,000 worth of items 
to his shelter alone. 

“She’s always apologetic because she 
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wants to do more,” Smith said. “And she 
doesn’t want any recognition of it.” 

Today.com reported that she has made 
significant donations around the holidays, 
but her most recent back-to-school deliv- 
ery “was the best yet,” as she donated hun- 
dreds of crayons, markers, notebooks, and 
backpacks, all of which were purchased 
through discounting. 

Now that Steinberg is in college, she 
has come to rely on her family and friends 
to assist her in coupon cutting and pur- 
chasing. “My parents thought I was crazy 
at first, but once I showed them and ev- 
eryone else how much $500 and coupons 
could get you, they realized I was on to 
something,” Steinberg said. “They’re now 
so supportive that they let me take over the 
dining room table and garage.” 

Steinberg told today.com that she was 
excited for the future of her charity, which 
has allowed her to combine a hobby with 
her desire to be altruistic. “I feel lucky that 
I’m able to use my interests to help others,” 
Steinberg said. “It’s really fun for me!” 


Food Delivery 


When a 79-year-old Mt. Pleasant, Tennes- 
see, man called 911 saying he went two 
days without food, the local police sprang 
to action, using their own money to buy 
him enough food to last a month. 

According to the officers, the man, who 
asked to remain unidentified, was clearly 
surprised when the police showed up at his 
house with $160 worth of food. “I think he 
was shocked at the amount of food that we 
bought and just the fact that it was there 
without question,” said Nathan Bolton. 

The man is reportedly on a fixed income 
and relies on his Social Security benefits, 
but found himself in a particularly difficult 
situation when a former caretaker stole his 
debit card, WKRN News reported. 

Mt. Pleasant police say they arrested the 
caretaker, Tammy Brooks, on January 10, 
and she has been charged with theft and 
fraudulent use of a debit card. 

WKRN News reported that someone had 
snapped a photo of the officers packing the 
groceries into the man’s cabinets and post- 
ed it on Facebook. The photo went viral. 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


The Mt. Pleasant Police Department has 
begun to accept canned food donations for 
those who find themselves in dire straits. 
“It’s difficult for us to see as police of- 
ficers. We’re out here to take care of the 
public at large and that doesn’t always 
mean stopping a car. Sometimes it’s us 
doing little things like this,” said police 
officer Mark Billions. 


Community Love 


An entire community has rallied around 
Paulina Archibeque, a nurse and fitness boot 
camp instructor who lost part of her leg after 
a routine bunion surgery went wrong. 

For Archibeque, the loss has been par- 
ticularly difficult, as she is used to being 
a highly active person. “I’m a very active 
person. I don’t get down, but when I get 
down, I go way down,” Archibeque said. 
“So I’m trying to fight the way down part.” 

She has made a name for herself in the 
community as a full-time nurse, church 
and community volunteer, and fitness in- 
structor. And for those whose lives were 
touched by Archibeque, this trying time in 
her life represents the perfect opportunity 
to give back. 

KAKE News reported that her friends 
and co-workers came together to remodel 
her house to make it easier for her to get 
around. “We don’t really talk about what 
she can’t do,” said Archibeque’s husband, 
Michael. “It’s how we can make it acces- 
sible for her so that she can get back to a 
normal of life as possible.” 

The community has hosted several 
events to raise money for the efforts, in- 
cluding a bake sale, and has set up a fund- 
ing page on GoFundMe for kindhearted 
people to donate. The page has already 
surpassed its $5,000 goal. According to the 
GoFundMe page, the money will be used 
to add handrails throughout the house, as 
well as a ramp. 

Paulina and her husband say they are 
overwhelmed by the outpouring of support 
they have received. “I feel the love,” she 
said. Maintaining an optimistic outlook, 
Paulina claims that her surgery has started 
a new beginning for her, and she’s confi- 
dent she will be “just fine.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 


33 


yo 


ALLSTAR COLLISION 


Join us on 


“From Trouble Call ... 
to Overhaul” 


Gas Compression, Maintenance, 
and Machining Services 


Make the Right Choice the First Time; 
Choose Allstar Collision, Inc. 
for Your Collision Repairs 


i mo } 
SUPPORT YOUR 


2689 W. US 290 
Giddings, Texas 78942 LO CAL PO LI Cc E 
979-542-927] AND KEEP THEM INDEPENDENT! : 
msxe www.alistarci.com 
: bgt ad 951.279.9161 
www.HR-Machine.com een 522 Railroad St., Corona, CA 92882 


2600 W. Maple Road « Troy, Michigan * deansellersford.com * 248-643-7500 


DEAN SELLERS eR 
C Fort” CD The Real Deal iO} 


4 
Se ———_ 


Even in the midst of the worst damage that nature can dish 
out, survivors of the Great Galveston Hurricane rebuilt — 
without the intervention of the federal government. 


by Lisa Shaw 


s the waters rose on the afternoon 
A September 8, the children of the 

Sisters of Charity Orphanage grew 
more fearful. The increasing winds and 
rains were eroding the sand dunes that 
protected the orphanage. Moving the 93 
children to the second story of the stron- 
ger of two dormitories, the sisters had the 
orphans sing the French hymn “Queen of 
the Waves” to calm and comfort them as 
much as possible. 

Further inland, people sought safe 
shelter as businesses and homes began 
to be invaded by the rising bay waters, 
along with the continuing rain. But be- 
cause this city had seen many storms 
and floods over the years, leaving be- 
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hind little more than inconvenience, the 
residents believed this one to be no dif- 
ferent, and they continued life at its nor- 
mal pace. Wading in water two to four 
feet deep were those making their way 
home for the day or helping others find 
dry shelter, oblivious to the real danger 
at hand. The local forecast official sent a 
special report to Washington after a 3:30 
p.m. observation, telling of the rising wa- 
ters and condition of the streets. After an 
advisory, many living by the beach made 
the decision to take their families to the 
center of the city, a move that would ulti- 
mately save their lives. Families opened 
their homes to those in need, sheltering 
40 or 50 people in some instances. 

After 6 p.m. the winds intensified to 
around 100 miles per hour, and the city 


Galveston Hurricane: Survivors search for 
loved ones and valuables amidst the wreckage 
of the storm that claimed more than 10,000 
lives and left their community altered forever. 


was completely flooded. As buildings 
began to crumble, so did the confidence of 
the people. Realizing the danger at hand, 
many climbed to second stories and roofs. 
Many were killed by debris while trying to 
escape the storm. 

The worst of the storm came between 
7:30 and 8:30 that night, bringing the 
water 10 feet above ground at some places 
in town, with a deadly tide of about 15 to 
20 feet along the coast. 

As the fatal surge hit, houses were 
knocked from their foundations and pro- 
pelled into other houses. The horrific 
storm made no distinction between people 
and debris, carrying both, and would alter 
this community forever. 

Back at the orphanage, the nuns began 
cutting clothesline as the dormitory began 
to collapse. Each sister tied sections of the 
line to herself and at least six of the chil- 
dren in an effort to save them. In the end, 
all but three boys perished at the orphanage. 

More than 10,000 lives were lost during 
the Great Galveston Hurricane of 1900, a 
storm that would take its place as the na- 
tion’s deadliest natural disaster in history. 


The Devastation Revealed 

“Sunday morning, the day after the disas- 
ter, began with the sound of bells from the 
ruined Ursuline Convent calling people 
to worship,” writes David G. McComb in 
Galveston: A History. 

The morning sky on September 9 shone 
bright and clear over Galveston, giving 
no indication of the devastation that lay 
below. The editor of the Galveston Tri- 
bune and a survivor of the great storm, 
Richard Spillane, wrote the introduction 
to Paul Lester’s book The Great Galves- 
ton Disaster. He recalled the sight the day 
after the storm: 


Such a scene of desolation as met the 
eyes of the people of Galveston when 
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Dire duty: Grief-stricken residents and volunteers from around the country work in horrific 


conditions, risking exhaustion and disease to remove the dead bodies scattered throughout the city. 


day dawned Sunday, September 9, 
has rarely been witnessed on earth. 
Fifteen hundred acres of the city had 
been swept clear of every habitation. 
Every street was choked with ruins, 
while the sea, not content with tear- 
ing away a great strip along the beach 
front, had piled the wreckage in one 
great long mass from city end to city 
end. Beneath these masses of broken 
buildings, in the streets, in the yards, 
in fence comers, in cisterns, in the 
bay, far out across the waters on the 
mainland shores, everywhere, in fact, 
were corpses. To bury the dead was a 
physical impossibility. 


Isaac M. Cline, a local forecast official 
and survivor, was among those who 
opened his home to neighbors as the 
storm intensified. When his home was 
swept away in the storm, 32 out of the 50 
people sheltering there were lost, includ- 
ing his wife. In his account of the storm, 
“Special Report on the Galveston Hurri- 
cane of September 8, 1900,” he writes of 
the aftermath, 


Sunday, September 9, 1900, revealed 
one of the most horrible sights 
that ever a civilized people looked 
upon. About three thousand homes, 
nearly half the residence portion 
of Galveston, had been completely 
swept out of existence, and proba- 
bly more than six thousand persons 
had passed from life to death dur- 
ing that dreadful night. The correct 
number of those who perished will 
probably never be known, for many 
entire families are missing. Where 
20,000 people lived on the 8th not a 
house remained on the 9th, and who 
occupied the houses may, in many 
instances, never be known. On ac- 
count of the pleasant Gulf breezes 
many strangers were residing tem- 
porarily near the beach, and the 
number of these that were lost can 
not yet be estimated. 


Many stories were to be told of miracles 
and of sorrows. 

The Rollfings, a family of five, were 
fortunate to have survived together. Loui- 


After 6 p.m. the winds intensified to around 100 miles per hour, and 
the city was completely flooded. As buildings began to crumble, so 


did the confidence of the people. 
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sa Rollfing recalled her experience as she 
“heard the blinds and windows break ... 
and it sounded as if the rooms were filled 
with a thousand little devils, shrieking and 
whistling.” The kitchen of the home they 
were in was torn from the house, and the 
house itself lifted off its pillars. 

Four babies were safely born during the 
flood, one mother being rescued from a 
trunk before giving birth. 

Families who had been separated for 
hours, adrift on debris, suddenly found 
one another. Many were believed to have 
been carried to the sea and back. 

Of the sorrows, there were too many 
to tell. Deceased mothers and children 
still holding to one another and men who 
sacrificed their own lives to shelter their 
wives and children were all too common. 
At some locations, courageous nuns were 
found still tied to their orphans. 

President of the American National 
Red Cross Clara Barton, who helped se- 
cure donations for goods and funds for 
the ruined city, described her impression 
of the wreckage: “It was one of those 
monstrosities of nature which defied ex- 
aggeration and fiendishly laughed at all 
tame attempts of words to picture the 
scene it had prepared.” 

The loss and damage suffered by Galves- 
ton that fateful day in September 1900 can 
only be appreciated in the light of what the 
city was beforehand. Founded in 1836, 
Galveston became the capital of the Repub- 
lic of Texas. It was one of the largest cities 
in the state, with a population of 36,000, 
and one of the wealthiest cities per capita 
in the United States by the end of the 19th 
century. As cityofgalveston.org tells us, 
“Fortunes were made in cotton, mercan- 
tile houses, banks, publishing and printing, 
flour and grain mills, railroads, land devel- 
opment, and shipping.” The downtown area 
of the city known as the Strand became the 
Wall Street of the Southwest. 

According to wikipedia.org, “During 
the mid-19th century, Galveston emerged 
as an international city with immigration 
and trade from around the U.S. and the 
world. The city became one of the nation’s 
busiest ports and the world’s leading port 
for cotton exports.” With its cosmopolitan 
flair, Galveston boasted a list of firsts for 
the state. Among them were the first hos- 
pital, opera house, post office, golf course, 
and country club. 
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During the spring before the storm, the 
city completed an impressive structure, 
the Texas Heroes Monument, located at 
the intersection of 25th Street and Broad- 
way. This was to celebrate the victory dur- 
ing the Texas Revolution at San Jacinto, as 
well as Texas’ independence. The monu- 
ment was dedicated on April 21, the an- 
niversary of the Battle of San Jacinto. To 
celebrate, the city held a parade and cer- 
emony, complete with speeches and band 
music. 

Little could anyone suspect the devasta- 
tion that would occur less than five months 
later. Those few storm-ridden hours of 
panic and struggle on that evening in Sep- 
tember would leave in their wake a city 
forever altered. 

This beautiful up-and-coming city now 
lay before the eyes of the survivors a spec- 
tacle of devastation and waste. 

Cline continued his narration of the 
desolation: 


That portion of the city west of For- 
ty-fifth street was sparsely settled, 
but there were several splendid 
residences in the southern part of it. 
Many truck farmers and dairy men 
resided on the west end of the island, 
and it is estimated that half of these 
were lost, as but very few residenc- 
es remain standing down the island. 
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For two blocks, the damage amounts 
to at least fifty per cent of the prop- 
erty. There is not a house in Galves- 
ton that escaped injury, and there are 
houses totally wrecked in all parts 
of the city. All goods and supplies 
not over eight feet above floor were 
badly injured, and much was totally 
lost. The damage to buildings, per- 
sonal, and other property in Galves- 
ton County is estimated at above 
thirty million dollars. The insurance 
inspector for Galveston states that 
there were 2,636 residences located 
prior to the hurricane in the area of 
total destruction, and he estimates 
1,000 houses totally destroyed in 
other portions of the city, making 
a total of 3,636 houses totally de- 
stroyed. The value of these buildings 
alone is estimated at $5,500,000. 


Editor Spillane, who was sent to Houston 
to give an account of the storm stated, “It 
will take a week to tabulate the dead and 
the missing and to get anything near an 
approximate idea of the monetary loss. It 
is safe to assume that one-half the prop- 
erty of the city is wiped out, and that one- 
half of the residents have to face absolute 


poverty.” 
Without delay or time for proper griev- 
ing, decisions had to be made. As Spillane 
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continued in his introduction to Lester’s 
book, “To a people upon whom such a ter- 
rible calamity had been visited, now de- 
volved a duty the like of which a civilized 
people had never been called to perform.” 

And that duty would, indeed, be per- 
formed by the stricken city. However, 
it would be done in a manner that many 
today would be unfamiliar with, through 
the voluntary aid of fellow countrymen 
and without unnecessary interference of 
the federal government. 


Starting Over 

On September 9, by 10 a.m., emergency 
city council meetings had been called by 
Mayor Walter C. Jones. By the end of that 
day, a central relief committee had been 
appointed. The people of Galveston de- 
cided to rebuild their city. 

As the need for immediate aid was im- 
perative, Texas’ Governor Joseph Sayers 
sent an appeal for aid to Dallas. The citi- 
zens of that city, along with organizations 
such as the Odd Fellows and Knights of 
Pythias, joined together, creating soliciting 
committees. As a result $10,000 was raised 
within 24 hours of the storm, along with 
the money appropriated by the Dallas city 
council. 

Members of those same organizations 
and citizens of Dallas also traveled by 
train to the storm districts to offer direct 
aid and relief to the victims. 

Having been deputized by the mayor 
and the citizens’ committee of Galveston, 
Spillane sent communication to Wash- 
ington, D.C., requesting help. President 
McKinley’s answer was, “The reports 
of the great calamity which has befallen 
Galveston and other points on the coast of 
Texas excite my profound sympathy for 
the sufferers, as they will stir the hearts of 
the whole country. Have directed the Sec- 
retary of War to supply rations and tents 
upon your request.” 

Three days after the storm, another 
appeal for help was sent by Galveston’s 
mayor to the people of the United States, 
telling of the loss of lives and property and 
asking for prompt assistance with trans- 
portation and care-giving for the thou- 
sands still in need. 

Every church and charitable institution 
in Galveston having been damaged by the 
storm and unable to perform normal func- 
tions, there was dire need for donations 


37 


HISTORY. 


Galveston's struggles were far from over. While the majority were 


preoccupied with salvaging their city, there were those who would 


profit from others’ misery. Thugs and vandals robbed the dying, 


killing those who resisted. 


of food, household goods, and clothing, as 
well as provisions such as water, gasoline, 
oil, and candles. 

One act of charity came from the 
mayor of Johnstown, Pennsylvania. Re- 
membering the outpouring of aid his 
city received from throughout the nation 
and from 18 foreign countries after the 
catastrophic Johnstown Flood of 1889, 
Mayor Lucian Woodruff issued a procla- 
mation for his city: 


Later and more definite informa- 
tion of the fearful destruction of life 
and property at Galveston and other 
places in Texas recalls to our atten- 
tion the awful calamity in Johnstown 
and vicinity eleven years ago. Whole 
squares of homes have been swept 
away, hundreds of dead are lying un- 
buried and thousands of people des- 
titute. This would be a fitting time to 
show our gratitude for what the world 
did for us in the hour of need. 


He went on to assure that any contribu- 
tions received would be recognized and 
promptly delivered to those in charge of 
the work relief. In fact, money had already 
begun coming in before the proclamation 
was issued. 

Keeping the federal government’s in- 
volvement to a minimum is beneficial 
because individuals feel the weight of 
responsibility and have the opportunity 
to give or repay in the form of voluntary 
efforts and donations. True charity comes 
from the people, not the government. 
Forced “charity” in tax dollars prevents 
true charity and is, in actuality, theft by 
government. 

The importance of keeping the relief ef- 
fort as local as possible can also be seen 
in light of the careless and costly involve- 
ment of the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency (FEMA) in the wake of Hur- 
ricane Katrina. In 2005, New Orleans was 
thrown into a disastrous situation, similar 
to the one Galveston faced 105 years ear- 
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lier, with 80 percent of the city and sur- 
rounding parishes being flooded and at 
least 1,400 lives lost. Instead of the imme- 
diate action taken in Galveston by those 
who had a vested interest in the outcome, 
the people of New Orleans depended on 
the federal government for help, waiting 
days before FEMA established operations 
in the area. The Washington Times report- 
ed of the agency, “FEMA has endangered 
disaster-stricken communities by plac- 
ing them under the control of a lumber- 
ing, distant bureaucracy.... When disaster 
does strike, confusing regulations scare off 
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emergency workers from other regions, 
since you can get called into court if you 
don’t jump through the right hoops.” 

Specifically of the aftermath of Katrina, 
the paper also noted, “The agency’s failure 
cost taxpayers billions of dollars, suffocat- 
ing state and local governments and pri- 
vate aid organizations, which are far better 
suited to help disaster victims.” 

This lost idea espoused by the Washing- 
ton Times proved to be the foundation of 
Galveston’s reconstruction, as volunteers 
from around the country, as well as ma- 
terial goods and charitable donations of 
more than $1.25 million, came to the aid 
of the city. 

However, Galveston’s struggles were 
far from over. While the majority were 
preoccupied with salvaging their city, 
there were those who would profit from 
others’ misery. Thugs and vandals robbed 
the dying, killing those who resisted. 
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Sanctuary: St. Patrick’s Cathedral, one of Galveston’s many safe havens, stands in ruins, with 
little more than its outer walls left to distinguish it from the surrounding rubble. After the storm it 
was raised more than five feet by residents in order to keep it safe. 
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It’s still here: Modern-day Galveston continues to grow and flourish, while remembering 
its history and the struggles and sacrifices of those long gone. 


Some went so far as to cut off the fingers 
of the dead to steal the rings they bore. 
Profiteers raised the price of necessities 
such as food and transportation to outra- 
geous levels, forcing their fellow citizens 
to suffer for their own gain. 

These and other lawless activities per- 
suaded 15 of Galveston’s prominent citi- 
zens to form a committee of public safety. 
Colonel J. H. Hawley, chairman, along 
with Mayor Jones and Chief of Police 
Edward Ketchum, formed a triumvirate 
having complete authority, and declared 
Galveston under martial law. Men were 
sworn in and deputized to protect the city 
and its people. Within a day every part of 
the city was being patrolled. 

The first days that followed the calam- 
ity were difficult and trying. A speedy re- 
moval of the thousands of dead was nec- 
essary for the safety of the living. The sun 
made the decomposition process faster, 
threatening disease from pestilence. Men, 
women, and children waded through the 
mud and muck, clearing debris and bod- 
ies. Catwalks as high as eight to 10 feet 
above ground were erected for the peo- 
ple to use as they moved about the city. 
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The buildings not already on stilts were 
raised with jacks, including St. Patrick’s 
Church, which weighed 3,000 tons and 
was raised five feet. Within seven days a 
bridge a little more than two miles long 
was built across the bay to the mainland, 
reestablishing connection and commerce 
with the rest of the world. Water and tele- 
graph services were also restored during 
the first week. By the second week, tele- 
phone lines were being laid for a new 
system. Electric trolleys began to operate 
and freight was moving through the har- 
bor during the third week. During the first 
month, more than 50 bodies a day were 
found and funeral pyres were burned into 
the month of November. Spillane said of 
the Galveston residents, “An undaunted 
people strove as only an indomitable 
people can strive, to rehabilitate the city.” 

For years the residents lived with pumps, 
sludge, and canals while the city was in the 
process of being rebuilt. Five hundred city 
blocks had been raised by 1911. By 1912, 
Galveston had become the second-largest 
port in the United States, as well as the 
leading cotton port in the world, with more 
than four million bales shipped each year. 


More than 10 miles of seawall was built 
within 60 years. Elizabeth Hayes Turner 
says in her article “One of those monstrosi- 
ties of nature”: The Galveston Storm of 
1900,” “The disaster that hit the city in Sep- 
tember 1900 had left Galvestonians dazed 
and grieving, but out of that experience of 
death, damage, and disruption came a de- 
termined desire for recovery.” 

In 1994, on the anniversary of the Great 
Storm, Galveston would house yet another 
monument. A Texas historical marker was 
placed as a memorial, this time at 69th 
Street and Seawall Boulevard, the site of 
the fallen orphanage. Descendants of two 
of the survivors, Frank Madera and Will 
Murny, participated in the ceremony. The 
song “Queen of the Waves” was sung, 
once again, at the same place and time as 
it was during the storm, and it continues to 
be sung by the Sisters of Charity of the In- 
carnate Word every year on September 8. 

Galveston, whether or not it ever reach- 
es the peaks of financial success it saw be- 
fore the Great Storm of 1900, saw a suc- 
cess most cities will never know. With raw 
determination, human kindness, and char- 
ity, Galveston was raised by its own. I 
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Mentally Ill Intruder 


The CBS affiliate out of Austin, Texas, 
reported on January 20 about a situation 
wherein a man with a history of bipolar 
disorder broke in to a family’s house in the 
middle of the night. 

The suspect was 25-year-old Randy 
Dorsett. His relatives explained that he has 
been struggling with a mental illness since 
he was diagnosed at 17 years old and said 
that Dorsett committed the act during a 
manic episode. Authorities believe Dorsett 
tried opening the front door and eventually 
entered the house through the garage. The 
mother, who was home with her children, 
had already called police minutes earlier 
to report a strange man sitting in his car 
in her driveway. When Dorsett entered 
her house, the mother grabbed a “large- 
caliber gun” and confronted him in her 
kitchen. She repeatedly told him to leave, 
but Dorsett refused. The woman fired her 
gun, and shot Dorsett once in the stomach. 

Investigators say the mother acted law- 
fully. Hays County Sheriff Gary Cutler 
told KEYETV.com that the mother of 
the children fired her gun for “fear of her 
family and herself.... She fired one round 
with a handgun striking him in the ab- 
dominal area.” Police arrived on the scene 
and discovered the injured Dorsett, who 
gave medics a rambling reason for why he 
was in the house. Dorsett is currently in a 
mental health facility and is facing charges 
related to the burglary. 


The Deterrent Effect 


WTVM.com reported on January 19 out of 
Mobile, Alabama, about a robbery suspect 
who picked the wrong target. The robbery 
victim was with his girlfriend in the park- 
ing lot of his apartment complex when he 
was approached by the suspect, who was 
armed with a handgun. 

Mobile Police Public Information Of- 
ficer Terrence Perkins told WTVM.com 
that the suspect and his girlfriend “were 
unloading groceries from the vehicle” in 
the parking lot of their apartment build- 
ing when the “unknown male subject 
armed with a handgun approached him 
and demanded his property.” The robbery 
victim complied with the armed robber’s 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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demands and gave the suspect his wallet 
but, at the same time, grasped his own 
firearm in his pocket and fired the weapon 
while it was still within his jacket pocket. 
The victim fired off multiple shots, and 
two of the bullets hit the armed robber in 
the chest. The injured suspect ran away, 
but did not get far, as he collapsed in the 
breezeway between two apartment build- 
ings. Police were soon called to the scene, 
and they discovered the deceased robbery 
suspect’s body lying on the ground. Po- 
lice recovered the handgun the deceased 
suspect used in the robbery, as well as the 
wallet that he stole from the victim. Police 
are calling the shooting justified, although 
they will present it to a grand jury, which 
they explained is routine. “What led us to 
believe we have enough to present it as 
justifiable homicide is that the victim was 
actually in a place where he lawfully had 
a right to be.... He was unloading his gro- 
ceries,” Perkins explained to WIT VM.com. 

Mobile Police Chief James Barber fur- 
ther explained in a January 19 press confer- 
ence that he believes such incidents could 
work to deter future criminal activity: “I 
think it does have a deterrent effect when 
people understand that some citizens are 
armed and can lawfully possess a weapon 
and use it.... It does have some effect.” 
Al.com reported comments that Barber 
made when talking to the media about the 
shooting: “Everyone has a fundamental 
right to protect themselves from serious in- 
jury or death.... When threatened, you can 
protect yourself.” He also discussed the 
questions that would come before the grand 
jury when they’re evaluating whether to in- 
dict or not: “When you have someone point 
the weapon point at you, do you feel your 
life is in danger? That’s the legal thresh- 
old we have to overcome and, again, it’s a 
grand jury question.... But when someone 
does point a weapon at you, you do have 
reason to fear for your life.” 

The residents of the apartment building 
shared Barber’s views and are now consid- 
ering arming themselves for self-protec- 
tion. Adrian Moorer, who lives in one of 
the apartments, told WKRG.com that he 
heard the shots and then witnessed the af- 
termath from his balcony. “We were watch- 
ing Monday Night Raw and we heard about 


3 or 4 shots go off in the area. We look out 
the window and the next thing we see is 
the shooter walking over there with his gun 
out.... Come to find out, the guy was trying 
to rob him.... It really makes me think twice 
about being safe and stuff. I think I might 
have to go out and buy a gun now.” 


Terrifying Pit Bull Attack 


KDKA.com reported out of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, on January 10 about an 
armed man who saved the life of a young 
boy being attacked by a pit bull. Neigh- 
bors heard a 14-year-old boy screaming 
for help after a pit bull began viciously 
mauling his seven-year-old brother. A 
woman who lived nearby heard the cries 
for help and told her husband immediate- 
ly. “I told my husband to come outside 
and to bring his gun, that a kid is being 
attacked by a dog, and he ran up,” the 
woman told KDKA.com. The armed man 
ran into the home and witnessed the 80- 
pound pit bull on top of the boy, with the 
boy’s face clamped in the dog’s mouth. 
The wife explained to KDKA.com that 
her husband shot the dog “in the rear and 
that made the dog release ... but then the 
dog kept coming. And then he shot the 
dog in the upper body.” The wife heard 
two gunshots and then saw her husband 
walking out of the house with the in- 
jured boy in his arms. “He [the boy] kept 
screaming that he was going to die.... And 
we kept reassuring him that he wasn’t 
going to die,” the woman told KDKA. 
com. The child was treated at a nearby 
medical facility for severe lacerations to 
his facial area, but he’s listed in stable 
condition and expected to improve. 
Authorities say the pit bull belonged to a 
friend of the boys’ mother. Authorities also 
say that the children were home alone and 
the 14-year-old was watching his younger 
brother at the time of the sudden attack. 
The local community is hailing the armed 
man as a hero, but he doesn’t want any ac- 
colades. “He’s glad that he was able to do 
it in order to save the kid’s life.... We have 
children and ones around the same age as 
this little boy. It kind of hits home,” the 
wife explained to KDKA.com. 
— PATRICK KREY 
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Cryptic 
Encryption Policies 


Irem: Senator Richard Burr (R-N.C.), 
chairman of the Select Committee on In- 
telligence, wrote an article for the Wall 
Street Journal on December 23, 2015 in 
which he claimed that “Encrypted devic- 
es block law enforcement from collecting 
evidence. Period.”’ Burr went on to say 
that encrypted devices and communica- 
tions enable “murderers, pedophiles, drug 
dealers and, increasingly, terrorists.” He 
repeated the oft-recited claim that terror- 
ists are using encryption to “go dark”: 


Unfortunately, the protection that 
encryption provides law-abiding 
citizens is also available to criminals 
and terrorists. Today's messaging 
systems are often designed so that 
companies’ own developers cannot 
gain access to encrypted content — 
and, alarmingly, not even when com- 
pelled by a court order. This allows 
criminals and terrorists, as the law 
enforcement community says, to “go 
dark” and plot with abandon. 


Burr ended his article by calling for new 
laws banning the type of encryption of- 
fered by Apple and Google on the iOS and 
Android platforms, saying, “It’s time to 
update the law.” 

ITEM: As a result of the growing number of 
people using encrypted devices and com- 
munication methods, Assistant Attorney 
General Leslie Caldwell called for “back 
doors” to be written into the encryption 
software to allow law-enforcement agen- 
cies to access those devices and communi- 
cations. As reported by The Hill on Janu- 
ary 26, 2016, she — like Burr — touted 
the idea of backdoors as a solution to the 
problem of terrorists “going dark.”’ The 
Hill reported, “Her remarks come the day 
after a newly released video from the Is- 
lamic State in Iraq and Syria (ISIS) indi- 
cated those behind the Paris massacre last 
year were using encryption to hide their 
communications, ” leading readers to the 
conclusion that popular encryption meth- 
ods are tools of terrorism. 
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Built-in encryption: Both iOS and Android offer users the ability to encrypt their devices in a way 
that makes them inaccessible to anyone without the users’ consent. 


Irem: The New York Times reported in 
November 2015 that both FBI director 
James Comey and Manhattan district at- 
torney Cyrus Vance, Jr. are seeking “to 
reopen the argument that law enforce- 
ment and intelligence officials need to 
have access to encrypted information on 
smartphones with court approval.” From 
that report: 


Ina speech at a cybersecurity confer- 
ence in New York, James B. Comey, 
who since taking over the F.B.I. has 
been the most vociferous about the 
“going dark” problem facing inves- 
tigators, warned that “we’re drift- 
ing to a place” where court orders 
to gain access to text messages or 
computer communications “are in- 
effective.” Both devices and data in 
transmission are often encrypted so 
well that the law enforcement and 
intelligence agencies cannot crack 
the coding — and their makers have 
designed the system so they do not 
hold the key. 


The Times also quoted a white paper re- 
leased by Manhattan DA Vance — whose 
father was President Carter’s secretary of 
state, as well as serving under Presidents 
Johnson and Kennedy as deputy secretary 


of defense and secretary of the Army — as 
saying, “Last fall, a decision by a single 
company changed the way those of us in 
law enforcement work to keep the public 
safe and bring justice to victims and their 
families,” referring to Apple. “We risk 
losing crucial evidence in serious cases if 
the contents of passcode protected smart- 
phones remain immune to a warrant.” 
CORRECTION: As many computer experts 
have repeatedly said, all calls for weaken- 
ing encryption standards are technologi- 
cally backward. Those making the calls ei- 
ther ignore or are unaware of the fact that 
that is simply not how encryption works. 
Any backdoor approach would require 
that the software have a “master key.” 
Take encrypted communications as an 
example. The most powerful encryption is 
“public key encryption,” such as the pop- 
ular PGP encryption (or its open-source 
counterpart, GPG) used by millions, 
including NSA whistleblower Edward 
Snowden. The way it works is that each 
user has a public key (which is shared with 
others) and a private key (which is kept 
secret). The communication is encrypted 
using the sender’s private key and the re- 
cipient’s public key. The recipient then de- 
crypts the message using his private key. 
Since the only keys that can unlock the 
communication are private, the communi- 
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cation is private. Providing “another key 
that only government can use” is a farce. 
Any such key would inevitably be exploit- 
ed by hackers and foreign governments. 
Experts in cryptography agree: There is 
simply no way for it to be “kept safe.” 

Likewise, calls for weakening encryp- 
tion standards are a threat to privacy, and 
by extension, liberty. The growing use of 
strong encryption by private citizens is the 
result of an overreaching government that 
has abused its power by spying on all citi- 
zens — the innocent and the guilty alike. 
Remember that before the Snowden leaks, 
government officials at every level denied 
that blanket surveillance was taking place. 
Many of them even denied it in sworn tes- 
timony before congressional committees. 

Strong encryption is vital to privacy 
precisely because government agencies 
abuse their power. 

Private citizens did not start the Crypto 
Wars, but since technology is — thank- 
fully — an equal-opportunity tool, they 
are better equipped to protect their privacy 
against a growing surveillance state. Gov- 
ernment officials — who use encrypted 
systems for both data storage and com- 
munication — don’t want private citizens 


to use that same technology. These are 
the same individuals who go about their 
daily lives surrounded by armed police 
officers, military personnel, and private 
security guards while decrying the evils 
of an armed society. This double standard 
is more than mere hypocrisy; it is tyranny. 
And as usual, the surveillance hawks put 
their two favorite beasts of burden — 
children and terrorism — into play when 
they call for limits and bans on the use of 
encryption. It’s an emotional appeal de- 
signed to manipulate the people into sac- 
rificing privacy — and liberty — in the 
name of security. 

As for the claim that terrorists are using 
popular encryption tools to “go dark” and 
plan their evil deeds under the cloak of se- 
crecy, it is a lie wrapped inside another lie. 

First of all, given the ubiquitous surveil- 
lance conducted by the various three-letter 
U.S. government agencies and their coun- 
terparts in the other “Five Eyes” nations 
(Australia, Canada, New Zealand, and the 
U.K.), there is no such thing as “going 
dark” for those who have — by their ter- 
rorism — gained the undivided attention 
of government agencies with nearly limit- 
less budgets to finance their surveillance. 


Voice protecting privacy: Apple CEO Tom Cook has — along with leaders of other tech 
companies — resisted calls to weaken the encryption standards that protect users’ data and 
communications. 
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Even when they use encrypted communi- 
cations, terrorists cannot hide from satel- 
lite photography, spy planes, parabolic and 
laser microphones, agents who infiltrate 
their ranks, and a plethora of other “tar- 
geted” surveillance techniques. 

The second part of the lie is that popu- 
lar encryption tools — such as the full- 
disk encryption of iOS and Android and 
communication apps such as WhatsApp, 
Signal, ProtonMail, and others — are the 
work-a-day tools of terrorists. The fact is 
that terrorists are encrypting their data and 
communications, but they are not using 
commercially available tools to do it. They 
create their own tools for encrypted com- 
munications and data storage. After all, 
they don’t need encryption tools that can 
scale to millions (or even thousands) of 
users; they work in small, tight-knit cells. 
The use of home-baked encryption tools 
by terrorists is nothing new, either. As The 
Daily Dot reported last November, 


In 2007, well before the Snowden 
revelations in 2013, software called 
Asrar al-Mujahideen (Secrets of the 
Mujahideen) was released on an Al 
Qaeda Web forum known as “al- 
Ekhlaas.” This software is used to 
encrypt “messages and files between 
users and is promoted as a trusted and 
secure avenue for terrorist groups,” 
according to Flashpoint. 


So, the reality is that the genie is already 
out of the bottle. There is no going back. 
Encryption is here to stay and the only 
question is whether law-abiding citizens 
will continue to have legal access to it. If 
encryption is outlawed, only criminals and 
government agencies will have encrypted 
data and communications. The difference 
is that there is literally no way to regu- 
late the technology on which encryption 
is built. Terrorists and other criminals are 
already writing their own programs and 
will certainly continue to do so. 

That is all the more reason for private 
citizens to have access to the same types 
of tools to protect their data and commu- 
nications. Hl 

— C. MITCHELL SHAW 
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The Devil Entered American Homes Last Month 


Harvey were around 

to update his famous 
commentary “If I were the 
Devil,” he might include on 
his demonic to-do list, “por- 
tray Satan as a nice fellow.” 
Because this is precisely 
what Fox network is doing in 
its new series Lucifer, which 
premiered January 25. 

Characterized by one re- 
viewer as “redemption for the 
Devil,” the show casts Satan 
(Tom Ellis) as the main char- 
acter, “Lucifer Morningstar,” 
who has become bored being 
king of the netherworld and 
decides to retire to Los Ange- 
les. As owner of upscale nightclub “Lux,” he’s enjoying a liber- 
tine lifestyle when, one evening, a beautiful pop star of whom he 
is fond is murdered outside Lux. Inspired, Lucifer ends up allying 
himself with comely Detective Chloe Dancer (Lauren German) 
and using his supernatural powers to help authorities fight crime. 

Billed by Fox as “Hot as Hell,” the Brit-accented Morningstar 
certainly reflects the biblical description of Lucifer, “perfect in 
beauty.” He’s also likable, charming, witty, and fun-loving as he 
lives his life of wealth and indulgence. And Lucifer is a champion 
of both today’s popular (1.e., loose) sexual mores and our new 
faux morality: political correctness. He emphasizes that while he 
hates hip-hop, he’s not racist and loves the black music genre the 
blues; makes a statement against domestic abuse; and terrifies a 
school bully, telling her there’s a special place in Hell for her kind. 

But if the threat of damnation in Hades is supposed to be 
scary, Lucifer ’s implicit portrayal of Heaven is no more appeal- 
ing. In an entry on the D.C. Comics character Lucifer (on which 
the show is based), Wikipedia states, “The violent, aggressive, 
totalitarian, vengeful, and dictatorial aspects of Heaven’s rule 
are represented mostly by the Archangel Amenadiel, who has a 
particular hatred of Lucifer and leads attacks of various kinds 
against him.” Ah, the poor Devil only wants to be left alone, but 
the Lord will give him no peace! (Message: Christianity is all 
wrong about that Prince of Peace stuff.) 

One should wonder what hope this presentation gives for 
the afterlife. Hell is so unattractive that even the Devil has 
emigrated, and Heaven is supposed to be some kind of eternal 
North Korea. If only we could all be immortal in the flesh 
and forever young like Lucifer and spend eternity indulging 
wine, women, and song at Lux — and help solve crimes so we 
don’t feel like complete wastrels. Of course, there’s only “plea- 
sure in sin for a season” and even the most devoted hedonist 
would eventually descend into melancholia and meaningless- 
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ness, even if it takes 10,000 
years. And suicide won’t be 
a way out (you’re immortal, 
remember’). 

But Lucifer isn’t aiming 
to propound sound theology 
or philosophy; a boob-tube 
demagoguery inculcating 
erotic attachment to vice is its 
stock-in-trade. It signals this 
in its opening scene. After 
being stopped for speeding, 
Lucifer makes clear that the 
policeman’s actions couldn’t 
possibly be driven by duty 
but only a desire to exercise 
power and punish, and then 
supernaturally seduces him 
into taking a bribe, saying, “It 
feels good to get away with something, doesn’t it?” 

Yet most telling is the interaction between Lucifer and 
Amenadiel (D.B. Woodside), who, sporting dark wings and a 
dour demeanor, is portrayed as more devilish than the Devil 
himself. In their second meeting, after Amenadiel complains 
that Lucifer is “showing restraint, mercy,” the latter responds, 
“You scared I’m turning my back on the dark side, bro?” 
Amenadiel then emphasizes that because “balance” must be 
maintained, Lucifer should go back to Hell — and that he’d 
“love a war” and has hatred for “Luci” that “grows stronger 
with every visit.” 

And that’s Fox’s topsy-turvy theology: The Devil wants to 
cease doing evil; God insists he resume. The Devil is happy to 
live in peace; God’s emissary wants war. The Devil is willing to 
live and let live; the Lord’s angel is consumed by hatred. 

Then there’s the first meeting between the two, in which Lu- 
cifer says, “Remind Dad that I quit Hell because I was sick and 
tired of playing a part in his play.” Amenadiel then proceeds to 
tell Morningstar that he’s “a mockery of everything divine,” at 
which point Lucifer thanks him and asks rhetorically, “Do you 
think I’m the Devil because I’m inherently evil, just because 
dear old Dad decided I was?” Ah, it’s all arbitrary. Why, God 
could be the Devil! Don’t you see? 

Thus, Lucifer doesn’t entertain Dostoevsky’s idea that 
if “God does not exist, everything is permitted,” or French poet 
Charles Baudelaire’s warning, “The devil’s finest trick is to per- 
suade you that he does not exist.” Rather, Lucifer peddles Luci- 
fer’s purest line, that satanic message of the world’s first rebellion: 
God exists. Even the Devil exists. But what does it matter? God 
is just a hypocritical killjoy with arbitrary rules, exercising power 
and handing down punishment just ’cause He can. And if Lucifer 
can ignore the restrictions placed on him and leave Hell, leaving 
church, doctrine, and morality ought to be nothing at all. 
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